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FROM TH A, 1 4 4 
Lord Biſhop of WIN cH ERSTER. 
TO 


CLEMENT CHEFALLIER, Eſq. 


Occaſioned by Fournier's new Attack, ſince the 
legal Condemnation of his Note over the Biſhop's 
Name for 8,800/. with an Account of that 
Gentleman's Conduct, in Favour of the ſaid 
Fournier. 
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: 'To which is added an APPENDIX, 


Shewing the ſeveral Steps of Fournier's Behavi- 
our, from the Day of his Appeal to the Biſbep; 
and the ſeveral Variations of his Story about the 
ſaid Note, in the Order of Time, in which they 
happened. | 
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TER the Sentence pronounced in the Rolls 
upon Bernard Fournier, as the Contriver of a 
groſs' Fraud, &c. one would naturally have ex- 
pected at leaſt a little Modeſiy of Behaviour 
from Him: T might add, ſome ſmall Acknow- 
ledgments alſo of an Alteration. of Opinion about 
him, in Thoſe wh had moſt: zealouſly before 


eſpouſed his Cauſe ; land had profeſſed themſelves 


þ 


ready to make ſuch Acknowledgments as ſoon as the 


Voice of public Juſtice ſhould declare againſt Him. 
But after waiting ſome Time, I found that all fuch 
Expectations were vain: Nay, that He went on to 
add new Inſults to his former ; and had the Honour 
of his greateſt Patron's Hand to ſome Part of what 
He diſperſed about the World to blacken me. By 
this Conduct I was led to lay together the main 
Materials of the following Sheets; that I might 
have them in Readineſs. upon any proper Oc- 
caſion. 

Some Friends, who came to the Knowledge of 
this, preſſed me to compleat, and publiſh, what 
I was putting together upon this Subject: to 
whoſe Advice, after ſome Length of Time, I have 
yielded. The Conſiderations which chiefly moved me, 
were theſe That the fir/{ Part of theſe Papers relates 


principally to Fournier's Conduct ſince the Hearing 
of the original Cauſe, and the Decree made upon it; 


and, therefore, could not have any Place in the Trial, 
or be ſo much as known to Thoſe who attended it 
That, as to the other Parts of what is here publiſhed, 
the public Trial could not comprehend all the re- 
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markable Particulars of ſuch a Cauſe; but only 
ſuch as were proper to be produced in that Court 
in which the Cauſe was heard. — That, tho? all the 


Particulars which had any Title to be ſo produced, 


were not only mentioned, but excellently well 
handled, explained, and argued: yet the Hearers 
were very few, in compariſon with the Many who 
were not ſo; and that the Hearers themſelves could 
not be diſpleaſed to have their Memories refreſhed. 
That many of thoſe, who were inquiſitive after the 
true State of this Affair, did not at all apprehend 
it to be of ſuch a Nature or Conſequence, as it truly 
is; but took it for little more than a common Mat- 
ter of Diſpute, occaſioned by ſome Miſtake, which 
happened to end at laſt in my Favour.- That very 
many had been often aſking of their Acquaintance 
a more particular Account of the Caſe than it was 
in their Power to give them—To all which was 
added the Force of this Truth, that Memorials of 
Wickedneſs are as uſeful Admonitions, as Memorials 
of Virtue are Guides, to all the Members of Civil 
Society. And, as I myſelf knew the Note writ by 


Fournier over my Name to be an Inſtance of un- 


common Iniquity ; and am fully perſuaded that 
there never was a ſtronger Example of Perſeverance 
in wilfull Wickedneſs, than Fournier has ſhewn forth 
in Himſelf, thro' this Affair: upon theſe Conſidera- 
tions, I came to think it a Sort of Duty to repreſent 


to the Public the whole Tranſaction in it's true Light, 


(not merely as a juſt Vindication of myſelf; but) as a 
Matter of great and ſingular Importance to civil 
Society: to which nothing can be a greater Injury 
than the Coinage of falſe Money, or of falſe Money- 
Notes. | 

As to what perſonally concerns Mr. Chevallier, 
in theſe Papers; every Reader muſt ſee that, if that 
Gentleman had acted a different Part from what he 
choſe, Fournier”s Iniquity would have been at an 
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End, in Suffolk, as ſoon almoſt as he had opened it; 


and my Trouble had never begun, or preſently had 
ceaſed. But as it was his Opinion that He was 
not obliged, either as a Chriſtian, or a Gentleman, 
to act otherwiſe than he did; and as Fournier 


owed his chief Strength, and Aſſurance, through 


a Courſe of many Years, to the Countenance 
of one Perſon; this one Perſon's Teſtimony de- 
manded my particular Attention and Examination. 
And if, in this Examination, I have found, and 
proved, that, by Fournier's own Self- Contradictions, 
in his Stories to this Gent/eman Himſelf in private, 
and his public Oath in Court, directly contrary to 
One of them, He ought to have been led, not to 
encourage at firſt, and to abhor Him at laſt: this 
Unhappineſs is owing to his own Conduct, and to 


the very Words of his own Teſtimony z and not to 


Me, who would gladly have repreſented his 
Conduct in the Affair otherwiſe than 1 have 
done, if He himſelf had not made it impoſſible to 
do ſo. oF 

At the ſame time I muſt be ſo juſt as to declare 
that I have, from All to whom I have at any time 
ſpoke of Mr. Chevallier, heard a perfectly good Cha- 
racter of Him, as a very worthy Perſon, and of great 
Integrity: which always gave me the greateſt Con- 
cern to ſet Him right; and always made Me the more 
to wonder at his Behaviour, in the Caſe before us. 


As Fournier's Affair has given Occaſion to many 
to make very particular Enquiries about another 
Convert from Popery, [I mean Mr. Pillonniere,] who 
once lived with Me, with Regard to his Character, 
and whole Behaviour ; it may not be improper to 
ſpeak a Word or two about Him: by which I may 
ſatisfy the Curioſity of ſome ; and rectify the Miſtakes 
of others, who, I find, have confounded Them. 

Mr. P. was of the Society of Jeſus; and a Prieft 
He came to England at the End of the Year 1714 
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duced to great Neceſſities; and then accepted from 
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but not in ſuch Haſte, as to forget his Inſtruments 
of Orders; or, as it he was flying from Juſtice. He 
was recommended, by ſeveral learned and great 
Men abroad, to their Friends here; and to Me, by 
the moſt unexceptionable Perſons at Home; as a 
Man of Parts and Learning, and good Character. 
What greatly confirmed the firſt. good Opinion of 
him was, That His own Account of his leaving that 
Society, and their Church, was confirmed by every 
one, both Friends and Enemies, at Paris: Where 
thewhole was ſo public, that it was known and at- 
teſted, by many Travellers, who happened to be 
there at that Time, In this Account every Step by 
which He was gradually led to take his Reſolution, 
was laid before the World, with ſo many minute Par- 
ticulars, that the Deceit muſt have been diſcovered, 
if there had been any. And in his private Converſa- 
tion, He was, from the beginning, always ready, 
without Reſerve, to name every Place, in which He 
had lived, through his whole Education, and Reſi- 
dence, amongſt the Jeſuits. How different a Proce- 
dure from That of Another, whoſe precipitate Flight, 
in the greateſt Hurry, is hardly yet explained! 

I will not conceal from the Reader that Mr. 
Pillonniere, did not, for ſome Part of his Time, 
behave towards me agreeably to his Obligations. 
This, I ſoon. found, was occaſioned by my not 
Judging it proper for me to intereſt Myſelf at all, by 
any Sollicitations of mine, for promoting and 
increaſing a Collection of Money, ſet on Foot by ſome 
worthy Gentlemen in his Favour, without the leaſt 
Motion from me. And this by degrees put an End 
to all direct Correſpondence between us. After this, 


He was very profuſe in giving away to others, in 


Appearance of Want, that Competency which had 


been moſt kindly provided for Him by his Friends. 


By this Weakneſs He ſoon found himſelf re- 
Me, 
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Me, through a Friend's Hands, a ſmall yearly 
Allowance: But without any Altempt, or Suſpicion 
of Attempt, to ſupply his Wants by forging Money- 
Netes, over the Names of Others. * 
At length, from the Study of the Mathematical, 
and other uſeful, Branches of Learning, He ſuddenly 
departed into the golden Dreams of the loweſt Che- 
mical Projettors. This Change was ſucceded by a 
Sort of Religious Madneſs, in which He was not 
content with his uſual great Temperance; but 
brought Himſelf to believe that, by the Promiſes 
of Go, in Scripture, a good Man might, by 
Degrees, come to live without taking any Suſtenance 
at all. In this Attempt, He went to ſuch Exceſs, * 
that his Condition at Jaſt could not receive any Be- 
nefit from a contrary Regimen. And by this Ma- 
nagement He brought Himſelf to Death, in the 
midſt of imaginary Viſions, and nightly Converſations 
with Heaven. But enough of Mr. Pillonniere. 


I muſt now add that Fournier has lately en- 


deavoured to put into the Hands of One whoſe 


Conſent was neceſſary to his Preferment, then in 
View, ſeveral Papers, as Credentials, in order to his 
neceſſary Satisfaction about his Character; and that, 


Whilſt this was invain tranſacting, I came by Acci- 


dent to the Knowledge and Sight of the following 
Particulars; of which I will now give ſome 
Account. | 

The firſt is a ſhort Account of his Departure from 
his Monaſtery, and Religion, written in French, and 
ſign'd, by a Perſon whole Name I never heard of: and 


- tranſlated into Engliſh. The Tenor of it is, that 


&« g. Fournier was a Religious, and a Prieſt of the 
« Abbey Royal of Chalis—That, upon ſome Ground 
% for Diſſatisſaction, which he thought he had re- 
<« ceived from his Order, he formed his Deſign of 
e retiring to Geneva, and of changing his Religion 

a 4 ce there 
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cc here — That he imparted ſomething of this to 
« ſome of the younger Monks, whom he thought his 
c Friends, hat they revealed the Matter to the u- 
& perior; who, upon this, ſummoned a Chapter That 
& Fournier got from the Bourſer, ſome Money for 
& his Journey; and in the Night eſcaped over the 
cc Wall That He came ſafe to Geneva, where he 
« abjured Popery,” &c. And this, it ſeems, is what 
Je himſelf thinks fit ro ſhew, as the only, or main, 
roof of his having fled from his Convent for the 


Sake of Religion, and a good Conſcience. 


Who it is that could come to the Knowledge of all 
theſe Particulars, viz. The il Uſage he had received, 
and his own inward Diſſatisfattions about it; his De- 
ſign of going to Geneva, to change his Religion; his 
going to the Treaſurer of the Abbey, and getting a 
Sum of Money for his Journey; and his Eſcape in 
the Night over the Wall: who it is, I ſay, that 
could know all this, but by Information from him- 
ſelf, will not be explained without great Difficulty. 
And therefore, till better Authority appears, this 
cannot be accounted any thing but his own mi- 
ſerable Teſtimony to a Tranſaction, which is of the 
great d moſt particular Importance to the De- 


fenſe of his Character. But let this Teſtimony come 
from what Hands it will, ſince it is all that we are 


yet allowed to know of this moſt intereſting Fact; 
the following Remarks upon it cannot be thought 
improper, 

r. As far as this Account goes, we find no Marks 
of any Regard to his Religion, before theſe Diſſatis- 
Factions at the Uſage he had received ſtirred up the 
Thought. From whence we muſt be apt to con- 
clude, that theſe Diſſatisfactians did not proceed 
from any Thing about Religion; but that his Reſo- 
lution to change his Religion followed cloſe and im- 
mediately upon theſe Diſſatigfactions at the ill 
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Uſage he had met with, upon ſome Account quite 
different from That of Religion. If he knew this 
important Affair to be otherwiſe, no Reaſon can be 
given, why he did not plainly ſet forth, in this 
Teſtimonial, what would have been for his own In- 
tereſt and Honour, 

2. The next Point is, the great Improbability that 
he ſhould truſt his young Companions with his De- 
ſign to fly, or to change his Religion. But, in- 
deed, how far it was that he truſted them, does not 
fully appear ; though enough to let us know, that 
they thought beſt to reveal ſomething to the Supe- 
rior, which made Him think it neceſſary to ſum- 
mon a Chapter to meet. 

3. The much greater Improbability of his getting 
from the Bourſer of ſuch a Society a Sum of Money 
for his Journey is never, I believe, to be got over. 
That a Monk ſhould go to the Treaſurer of his 
Abbey, and ſay to Him, Sir, I am going to 
take a Journey which will be chargeable to 
Me; and therefore, muſt deſire you, withour 
any Loſs of Time, to let me have ſome Mo- 
ney for my Expenſes; and that ſuch Treaſurer 

| ſhould immediately comply, and give this Man the 
Sum he wanted: Theſe are Impaſſibilities, by all the 
Rules by which ſuch Societies, and ſuch Officers, muſt 
be, and always are, governed. A Sum of Money 
was certainly neceſſary to his Purpoſe, and ſuch a 
Sum as might ſupply his Wants much longer than 
till he could fly ſafe to Geneva. And that he had got, 
ſome how or other, ſuch a Sum of Money, into his 
Poſſeſſion, ſeems evident. But how he could poſſi- 
bly get ſuch a Sum exactly ready for the Hurry of his 
Flight, | believe, he will never acquaint us. For, 
if he could, he would have been glad to have done 
it here, in plain Words, and not have left it in 
ſuch Obſcurity. 

| 4. His, 
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4. His Eſcape over the Mall in the Night has, and 
always will have, .the Appearance of Guilt, much 
more than of Religion; till he can ſhew'us the Ne- 
ceſſity or Juſtifiableneſs of it in his Caſe. At pre- 
tent it ſcems very like the precipitate Flight of a 
Man, in haſte to carry off what would have been 
taken from Him, if he had delayed. 

5. That he «tured Popery at Geneva I think cre- 
dible, becauſe nothing was eaſier than a public Ab- 


juration of what, he knew, he never could profeſs 


again without a Scene of grievous Mortification 
amongſt his old Friends. 2 

Upon the whole, this Paper appears to be a 
molt :mperfef?, dark, abſurd, unſatisfactory, Account 
of a Matter, the Ground and Conduct of which ought 
to have been made as clear, in every Reſpect, as 
Words could have made it; and being fo impro- 
bable in ſome Parts, and ſo obſcure in others, muſt 
appear little more favourable to his Chara#er, than - 
evena total Silence about the Particulars of his Flight 
would have been. 


The ſecond Paper, which came into my Hands, 
by the ſame Way, was, what Fournier always ſpoke 
of, as the late Biſhop. of London's Licence to Him 
to preach in his Dioceſe; but what I never had a 
Sight of before. The Hiſtory of this he x nows to 
be what follows. The late Dr. Le Moine, who had 
received from a learned Profeſſor at Leiden, for 
whom He had a great Value, a Teſtimonial of Four- 
nier's good Behaviour, whilſt he reſided there, be- 
lieving his Story, and pitying his Caſe, thought it 
might be of ſingular Uſe to him, if he could obtain 
of the Biſhop, his Permiſſion for Him to aſſiſt the 
French Clergy, at Londen, in preaching and reading 
Prayers; and one Day preſſed him ſo much, that the 
Biſbop bad the DeFor to write ſucha ſhort Permiſſion 


as he deſired ; as the Caſe cid not require the NO 
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of a Licence with the Eyiſcopal Seal to it. And when 
this was done, the Biſhop ſigned the Words ſo writ 
by Dr. Le Moine. And in this haſty Paper were 
Words ſignifying the Biſhop's confirming Fournier 
in bis Prieſthood : of which Words; [ confeſs, I can- 
not frame any poſſible Meaning, but that the Bi- 
ſhop believed Fournier, upon what the Doctor had 
ſaid, to be a Prieſt, though he had no Orders to 
ſhew. That the Defign of this Licence went- no 
farther than the aſſiſting the French Clergy, in their 
Congregations, Dr. Le Moine always affirmed: and 
that it could not mean any Thing more, is moſt evi- 
dent becauſe it was ſigned at a Time when Fournier 
did not pretend to underſtand Engliſh at all; or to 
ſpeak it in any Degree. And hence ariſes another 
Inſtance of ſomething very bad; viz. that Fournier, 
knowing this to be the Ii rA Trulb, and that No- 
thing was meant by it, but what is here ſaid, has, 
often ſpoke of it, and ſometimes ſhewn it, as 
a Licence given Him- to preach and officiate in 
what Place, and in what Congregation,” of Engliſb 
as well as French, he ſhould, at any Time hereafter, 
think fir, through the whole Dioceſe of London. 


A third Fact came, by the ſame Means, to my 
Knowledge: and that relates to the ſo much boaſted 
Inſtance of Fournier's Honeſty in the Refignation of 
a Living, which he held for a Minor; and which 
he might have kept, in Mr. Chevallier's Way of re- 
preſenting it, if be would have forfeited his Promiſe : 
for it was always ſpoken of in the Style of a Pro- 
miſe only. Who would not wonder to hear it repre- 
ſented as a prodigious Highth of Virtue, for a Man, 
and a Chriſtian, to keep his Word, or obſerve his 
Promiſe ? My Remarks upon zhts, as thus repreſent- 
ed, may be ſcen in Pages 12 and 13 of this Letter. 
But now I have, amongft. his Credentials, met with 
a Letter from the Rev. Mr. Jones to Him, Ig 

im 
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him know, that he [Fournier] having reſigned the 
Living, Mr. Jones had writ to Mr, Chevallier to de- 
liver up to Him his Bond. From this the following 
Points appear. That Fournier was not truſted by 
Mr. Jones, nor anſwered for by Mr. Chevallier, 


without a Bond, which always has a ſufficient Pe- 


nally inſerted in it, That Mr. Chevallier had this 
Bond in his Poſſeſſion ; and therefore, muſt know 
that Fournier could not have kept this Living with- 
out paying the Penalty of this Bond, as well as diſ- 
honeſtly breaking his Promiſe; Or, if this Payment 
ſhould be refuſed, not without being publickly 
tried in a Court of Juſtice, I cannot account for 
the Conduct of Mr. Chevalier, in hiding this Fact 
of the Bond, whilſt he was ſetting forth to Me the 


ſupereminent Honeſty of a Man, for reſigning a 


Living, which, it now appears, this Gentleman knew 
he could not keep, not only without an Infamy 
through his whole Life for a Breach of his Promiſe ; 


but without paying a ſufficient Sum of Money for 
his Falſhood, = 


The Particulars which I have mentioned ſeemed 
to me to be worthy of the Conſideration of all 
Perſons who are willing to know truly the Merits 
of the Man, who has been the Occaſion of ſo much 
Trouble to Me, and of this preſent Addreſs to the 
Public. I have honeſtly endeavoured to give a faith- 
ful Account of theſe Credentials. But, as I had 
them in my Hands only for a few Minutes, if I have 
miſtaken any Part of them, I will, upon the firſt 


Notice, publickly correct the Miſtake. 


B. W. 


c O N. 
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—_ ſuch an incredible Sum into it, & c. p. 92— 94- 
„ B!). his Account to Mr. Rant, 1745, the Note was 
_— again a Note ſeriouſly defi ned for the Sum men- 
| 5 tioned in it, p. 94.—97. 
By his Account to Mr, Chevallier in the Year 1743 or 
1744, (as teſtified upon Mr. Ch's own Oath) the 
Note was not defigned for the Maney, but for Secu- 
rity of a Promiſe of Preferment. But in 1 747. by 
the ſame Fournier, to the ſame Mr. Chevallier, 


affirmed to be for the very Money; and this ſo truly 
and ſolely, that the five Guineas, (which he had 
x aſſured Dr. Le Moine and Mr. Maynard were @ 
5 Preſent ) were now affirmed to have been paid by the 
Biſhop to Him, in part of the great Sum mentioned 
s in the Note. p. 98. 
a Within the Time from June 1748 to Ruguſt 1751, bis 
Z Libel, or Advertiſement, appeared, ihr ealning the 
4 Biſhop . Curt of Chancery; ; Who, upon "this, 
filed a Bill againſt him, in that Court. p. 98, 99. 
4 A Year after this, he ſent the Biſhop, by one Mr. 
y Harding, à Copy of his intended Anſwer, with a 
ö Letter here publiſhed, and the Note itſelf, as he pre- 
0 tended, to be deſtroyed, if, &c. p. 99—10OT. 
a An Account of this Note: and many Reaſous for think- 
= ing that it was net the ſame Note his Wife had ſent 
b the Biſhop in 1741, and that Fournier had framed 
ö. more than one fuch Note over the Biſhop's 
8 Name. p. 102-113. 
5 Bad and ſuſpicious Appearances upon the Face, and 
14 5 Words, of the Note. p. 113—123. 
JT be Story of Mr. Ruſſell, who, he ſays, at his Requeſt, 
2 gave him the Form of the Note. p. 119, 120. 
— Fournier's own = neſſes ; in the Cauſe, rather Witneſſes 
. againit bis Note than for it. p. 123, 124. 
f Ui, very remarkable Croſß-Bill againſt the Biſhop en- 
1. tirely deſerted by himſeif. p. 124, 125. 
fe 4 Recapuulanon, p. 126, Kc. 
1- 
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Line 
16. after Coffs of, add my Anfwer to 
3. after produced, add to | 
8. after in, add the beginning of Fun 
10. for about and, read on Fuly 19. 

5. from Bottom, after Court add: tho' never actually 
brought into it; the Cauſe being given up by his 
own Attorney. 

3. from Bottom, after Fable put: and add tho' Bath 
as falſe as what they contradict. 

9, 10. from Bottom, read contradicting. 

14, 15, read fraudulently, 

N. B. The Reverend and Worthy Mr. Bernard, 
to whom I have referred the Reader in p. 25. 
has been dead ſome time, of whick 1 never 
heard till that Page was printed off. 
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CLEMENT CHEVALLIER, 
of Aſpal-Hall, zu Suffolk, % 


S I R, 
E very extraordinary Conduct of Bernard 
urnier, an Acquaintance of yours, and, 

| if I may have leave to ſay ſo; one greatly 
favoured by Tou, will, I think, be a juſt Apology 
to all who may read this, for addreſſing myſelf par- 
ticularly to 774, upon this Occaſion: When they 
ſhall, ar the ſame Time, ſee the Continuance of his 
ſhameleſs Behaviour; and how much I am indebted 
to You, for a great Part of What I have, thro a courſe 
of many Years, ſuffer'd from Him. | 

I beg leave, without any farther Ceremony, in 
the £r/# Place to put you in mind; and, by this, to 
inform Thoſe who may not know it already ; That 
the Note ſhewn to You in Suffolk long ago, for 
8,800 Pounds, written by Bernard Fournier, with 
iny Name appearing under it, has undergone a 
ſtrict Examination in the Court of Chancery. All Per- 


* The Nate here referred to, is this — “ L promiſe to pay 
4 to Mr. Bernard Fournier, Min. or his Order, three Months 
„rom Date hereof, the Sum of Eight thouſand Eight hun- 
„ dred Pounds, for Value received; as Witneſs my Hand this 4th 
„% Day of Septermoer, 1740, b 
B. Wischzs TER. 
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ſons, on each Side, were ſummoned, who could ſay 
any Thing relating to the Matter. And, after their 
Depeſitions, in Anſwer to the Interrogatories put to 
them, a Trial of the Merits of the Cauſe came on. 
In this Trial, and the Management of his Defenſe, 
He had the Aſſiſtance of very eminent Counſel; of 
great Abilities and Reputation; who prels'd every 
Thing that could poſſibly be urged for the Cauſe 
they had undertaken. I do not mention the Advan- 
tage he propoſed to his Cauſe, from that Demonſtra- 
tion he choſe to give of his Innocence, by appear- 
ing in Perſon, in View of a crowded Court, and ſhew- 
ing an unbluſhins Countenance, amidſt all the Plead- 
ings; becauſe this, I believe, was what no one Friend 
he then had in the World wiſhed to have appeared. 
After a long Tr:e!, which took up ſeveral Hours of 


co Days, this Judgment was given on July 23, 1752: 


That the Note, bearing Date the 4th of September 
4 1740, ſet up by the Defendant Fournier, againſt 
« the Plaintiff the Biſhop of Wincheſter, appears to be, 
te and is, a groſs Fraud and Contrivance of the Defend- 
& ant Fournier; and decree, that the ſaid Note be de- 
* poſited in the Hands of the Regiſter, ſubject to the 
further Order of this Court, and the Deſendant 
* pay unto the Plaintiſf his Coſts of this Suit, to be 
* taxed by the Maſter, and refer it to Mr. Spicer.” 
Now, as this Judgment was paile ed upon this Note, 
as written by Fearmer's own Hand; my Name 
appearing under it; I hope, I may argue, from this 
particular Circumſtance, that the ſaid N e, conſi- 
dered as ſo written by Him, cannot be a gre Fraud, 
without being a Forgery. This latter Werd is not, 
indeed, in the Language of a Court of Equity : but 
yet, in the preſent and like Cafes, the 2 bing itſelf 
is as certainly implied, and the perſonal Cuilt of 
it as eſfectually declared, in, the Expreſſion of a 
gras Fraud and Contrivence, as it the other Word 
were uſed. For tho', in many Cales, there may 


be, 
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CLemenT CHEVALLIER, Eg. 3 
be, and is, a Fraud, without a Forgery of any Wri 
ting; yet, in the Caſe of a Note for a Sum” 
Mony, written by the Perſon who ſets it up 
againſt Another, whoſe Name appears under it; 
there cannot, (as far as I can judge,) be a groſs Fraud, 
without a Fergery. Nor can ſuch Note be declared 


to be a groſs Fraud, without being, in Effect, and 


by certain Implication, declared to be a Forgery. Nor 
can ſuch Note- maker be declared the Contriver of 
this Fraud, without being effectually declared to be 
the Forger of the ſaid Note. And Forgery, as it 
ſtrictly relates to Mony-Notes, is exactly the ſame 
Crime, (in Law, as well as Morality,) whether my 
Name be written under a Note, or a Note be written 
over my Name, without my Knowledge and Con- 
ſent. | 

The Decree orders alſo the Complainant's Coſts to 
be paid him by the Defendant: which, I am inform- 
ed, is never done in this Court, but in flagrant Caſes, 
void of every good Appearance, and without the 
Mitigation of having any Probabilities, or alleviat- 
ing Circumſtances, in their Favour; which appear- 
ed to be the miſerable Condition of the Defendant's 
Cauſe. | 

What followed upon this, You know. This un- 


happy Man, after he had been at the Trial himſelf, 


in the Face of Multitudes, prefently poſted down 
to Tpſwich, the Scene of Favour and Encourage- 
ment to Him; and offered to the Printer there an 
Advertiſement, which he refuſed to print, unleſs 
Fournier would ſet his Hand to it. Of this he made 
no Difficulty: and ſo the following Words were pub- 
liſhed : 
« Whereas in a Paragraph of the General Evening 
« Pef?, there is an imperfect, and in another of the 
* I/hiteball Evening, a falſe Account, of the Affair 
« between the Right Reverend the Biſhop of Vin- 
« cheſter, and a Clergyman, determined before the 
A 2 | « Majier 
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« Maſter of the Rolls: This is to certify that, in the 


late Hearing, the Counſellors of the Biſhop agreed 


unanimoully, they could not prove Horgery, and 


&« therefore they pleaded jirongly, that the Note ſhould 
&« be delivered up to the Biſhop , but the Counſellors 
of the Clergyman oppoſed That as ſtrongly 3 and 
% prevailed ſo far, as to have the Note ordered to be 
left in Court, for both Parties to try the Affair at 
common Law, when they pleaſe. 


„ B. FouRNIER.“ 


The beſt Comment upon this Advertiſement is 


the Determination itſelf, or the Decree, of the Court, 
juft now laid before the Reader. To his, therefore, I 
recier him: that He may ſee, with his own Eyes, 
that, in this Adverti/ement, profeſſedly deſigned 
to inform his Friends what the Decree was, in Oppo- 
lition ro the Miſrepreſentations of others; Fourner 
has not produced any one Word of the Decree, 
relating to the Merits of the Note itſelf; nor any one 
Part of the Decree, but that the Note was ordered 
to be left in Court; which could not but lead his 
Friends to conclude, that zo Judgment had been gi- 


ven about the Merits of the Note, or of the Note- 
maker : He himſelf knowing, all the while, that the 


Merits had been thoroughly entered into, and a 
Decree paſſed upon them. 

{ ſhall here juſt obſerve 2π Things, as we pals. 
The firſt is, That it is impoſſible to believe That 
Gentlemen of ſich Abilities, as the Perſons here 
meant are known to poſſeſs, could be ſo abſurd as 
to argue, that, becauſe they could not prove For- 
gerv, therefore, or, for this Reaſon, the Note ought to 
be delivered up lo the Biſbap: and, upon this Account, 
it will be juſtly concluded, that Th mult be the mere 
/".icu of one, who either has not Underitanding 


enough 
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CLEMENT CHEVALLIER, Eſq. "> 


enough to know what He himſelf hears; or has 


not Honeſty enough to repreſent it truly. 
The other is, that the Part of the Decree, lodging 


the Note with the Regiſter, ſubje? to the farther 


Order, &c. was in a particular Manner agreeable 
to Me; and, upon Conſideration, more fo, than jf it 
had been delivered up to me; as leſs liable to any 
Objections. But I muſt obſerve, that, tho' the Prayer 
of my original Bill of Complaint was indeed, for the 
Delivery of the Note; yet, it was not abſolutely, but 
upon Condition, in expreſs Words, of my paying 
whatever ſhould appear to be due to him upon that 
Note: a Circumſtance, which he ought not to have 
hid; it being a plain Declaration, that I meant No- 
thing but the ſtricteſt Juſtice; even debarring my- 
ſelf from pleading the At of Limitation, or any 
Privilege whatever, when I needed not to have done it. 

He himſelf, indeed, at the very Time of this 
Exploits at Ipſwich, ſeemed atraid of a ſevere Cen- 
ſure on ſuch a prevaricating Advertiſement. For, as 
I am credibly informed, when he had delivered 
the Advertiſement, He ſaid, that He had indeed, 
attended the Court; but did not ſtay long enough 
to hear the Decree : thus laying in Matter for Ex- 
cuſe, by a new Prevarication, when the former 
ſhould be diſcovered. For it is obſervable, that 
his Words were not, that he did not know what the 
Decree was, when he belied it; but that he did not 
ſtay long enough in the Court, to hear it pronounced. 
But, whatever his Art was in this Part of his Con- 
duct; whether he took eſpecial Care not to hear 
it with his own Ears, that he might the better bey 
it; or, whether ne retired a Step or two out of 
Sight, for ſome Minutes, upon a Whiſper of one 
in Court; there is not a Man living, I dare fay, who 
can believe it poſſible, that He, who was fo particu- 
larly intereſted in this Decree, himſelf attending 


the Hearing of the Cauſe, as far as he pleaſed ; and 


A having 
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having his Counſel and Sollicitor there, to be ſo eaſily 


ſpoke with; could poſſibly reſt one Minute with- 
out enquiring after what eſſentially concerned him- 
ſelf in the Decree. x 

But, whether he did, or did not, enquire into 
this; his Iniguity is much the ſame. For, if he did 
not enquire, or know, what the Decree was; it was 
wicked in him to pretend, with ſuch Aſſurance, to 
give an Account of it at all, in Contradiction to 
other Accounts. And if he did know, by Infor- 
mation, what the Decree was; the Prevarication and 
wiltul Deceit of his Advertiſement were exactly the 
fame, as if he had heard it with his own Ears, and 
then belzed it. In all Views, I am confident, a 
greater Inſtance of Impudence, equally an Afront to 
his beſt Friends in Suffolk, and to a Court of Fuſtice, 
was never before ſeen; And I leave it to thoſe very 
Frignds Themſclves, to determine, what Name 
that Man deferves, who ſigned and publithed ſuch 


an Advertiſement, moſt manifeſtly intended to abuſe 


thoſe very Perſons, to whom he had the ſtrongeſt 
Obligations, into a Belief of his Victory by that 
Decree, whilſt he himſelf knew, at that very Time, 
this Repreſentation of it, as a Victory, to be his own 
wilful Falſhood. You, Sir, in particular, could not 
but be ſenſible, after the early Information I gave 
you concerning the Decree itſelf, of this Farce of Ini- 
quity acted at Ipſwich, the very Centre of thoſe 
uncommon Obligations; tho' you thought fit, in 
your Anſwer to my Letter, to be quite ſilent about 
your own Senſe of any Wickedneſs, either in this, or 

any other, inſtance of this Man's Behaviour. 
About a Year after this memorable Exploit, when 
the Coſts, ordered by the Decree, were taxed and 
ſettled in due Form; a proper Notice of them, 
according to the Courſe of Law, was delivered at his 
Houle at EarPs-Colh in Eſſex, which had been the 
Place of his Reſidence, ever fince He left Suffolk. 
ru Upon 
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. CLEMENT CHEVALLIER, Eg. 7. 
UD pon this Notice, He ſent me a Letter, of every 
Word of which, the following is an exact Copy. 


« My Lok, 


I receivęd only this very Day two Summons's, 
e in order to pay your Lordſhip firſt 192/. 8s. 
2 d.; and ſecondly 65 J. 5s. But as I cannot raiſe 
« the Sum, I am ready to be your Priſoner when you 
« pleaſe. 


« Iam, My Loxp, 
« Your Lerdſhip's moſt bumble 


Farls-Cotn, July 31, 1753+ and moſt obedient Servant, 


% B. FouRNIER.“ 


It muſt be oblerved, that the Reaſon why there 
were wo ſeparate $4375 mentioned, was, that the 
Frſt Sum was That of the Cofts of the Original Cauſe ; 
and the ſecond was That of the Ceſts of a very extra- 
ordinary Croſs- Bill, which he voluntarily filed againſt 
me; and, when I had put in my Anſwer, fled From 
it; like Himſelf, upon a former Occaſion, 

In the Letter above, you ſee, there is not the leaſt 
Deſire of any Favour upon this Occaſion, or Requeſt 
tor any Compaſſion; but another Sort of a Spirit, ex- 
alted above all ſuch Condeſcenſions, But, of what- 
ever Kind his Spirit was, I own mine was of ſuch a 
Kind, as to be moved with the laſt Words of it. 
Others were not affected in the ſame Manner. For, 
when I ſhewed it to Some, who knew the World 
better than I did, They declared to me, at fitſt 
reading it, that it was a manifeſt It upon me; 
and that I ſhould find it ſo, upon Trial. As I was 

therefore adviſed, I ſent a proper Perſon to call upon 
Him for the Coſts, ordered by the Court. And it 
preſently appeared, that They, who judged his Letter 
to be an Iuſult, judged rightly. For fo far was he 
A 4 from 
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8 "LETTER „ 

from being ready to be my Priſoner, as he had affirm- 
ed himſelt to be; that he did not appear, nor was to 
be found. 


But what follows will be an unanſwerable Proof, 
that this Letter was not only an Inſult, but a de- 


ſigned one, upon me. For on the ſame Day; I fay, 


the ſame 31ſt of uh, 1753, on which the Leiter 
above was dated, He himſelf wrote an Advertiſe- 
ment, and preſently ſent it about to many Perſons; 
of which I have in my Hands two Copres, or rather 
Originals, in his own Hand writing; and both dated 
on the ſame July 31, 1753, and from the ſame 
Place, Earls-Coln ; beſides other Copies, Which haye 
been communicated to me by Friends. 


The Advertiſement here follows: 


© Whereas the Right Rev. Dr. Benjamin Hoadly, 
« Lord Biſhop of Wincheſter, inſiſts now on my 
e paying him a large Sum of Money for Cofts, when, 
& on the contrary, he offers himſelf to pay them, to- 
« gether with many other Advantages, if he can- 
not prove #orgery; this is to let the Publick 
& know, that if he pleaſes to declare in the Ipſwich 
e Paper, that he will be as good as his Word, I 
« am ready to ſurrender myſelf his Prifoner, wait- 
« ing for a Trial in a Court ot Common Law, which 
„ ſeems to be the Court for a Charge of Forgery, 
« agreeable to the Words of his own Letter.” 


Witneſs my Hand, 


« EarP5-Coln, 31 July, . FournieR, 
1753. « late Vicar of Winſton.” 


Then he adds what follows, as a Proof of this 
Offer of mine, from a Letter I formerly wrote to 
Yeu ; which he introduces in theſe Words —T he C'oſe 
of the Letter is as follows: To Clement Chevallier, Eſq. 
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CLEMENT CHEVALLIER, 27 9 
at Aſpal-Hall near Debenham in Suffolk, OF. 26, 
1749. © I will only add This, that if he ſtands and 
makes his Defence againſt the Charge of Forgery, 
« which muſt come in its Courſe, in a Court of Com- 
« non Law, by Way of Indictment; and proves his 
e Innocency, [1 muſt by juſt Judgment of the Court 
« pay him his Cots, ] and do here promile under my 
« Hand, that [beſides theſe] I will pay him ten Times 
<« the Value of any Caracy,” [viz. any Curacy which 
4 he had loſt by Means of the Arch-biſhop*s cautio- 
« nary Letters ſpoken of, in this Letter,] *“ and 
« of what He would have received trom it, from 
« the Date of the Arch-biſhop*s Letters, to the Time 
« of ſuch Trial ended. And I am ſure, if he knows, 
« and can give any tolerable Proof, of ſuch Juno- 
© cexce, it is worth his and her while, that ever 
« Farthing they can command ſhould be ſpent in 
« what will be ſo much to their Advantage, and 
« my Infamy.” 3 
At the Bottom of all is placed the Sanction of 
your Name in theſe Words: © The above is contain- 
ed in Letters” [You ſhould have ſaid, a Letter] 
„ wrote to me by the Biſhop of Mincheſter.“ 


> apo CHEVALLIER. 


N. B. What I have above put in Hooks, about 
Coſts, proceded entirely trom my Ignorance 
of the Nature of Trials upon [ndii7ments. 

In ſome Copies, and particularly in that which 
Fournier ſent to the late Biſhop of Ely, he adds —— 
Some of the Printers, who have been applied 
*© to, to inſert This in their Papers, having kept 
it for ſome Time, to adviſe, as they told” me, 
* with one another, returned it me again, ſaying, 


That they could not inſert it upon any Account in 


* the World. They never gave mea Reaſon why, 
* therefore I trouble the Publick in writing [to 
„ ſhew how &4arberoy/ly I am uſed,”] which laſt 

| Words 
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ſame Date, the Falhhood, and open Selfcontradiction 


10 FL ELTER 2 
Words are not in the other Copies. He alſo in the 
ſaid Letter adds, which Words [viz, my Words 
to you in December 1749] are ſo peremptory, that 
* the Biſhop Himſelf wrote to the ſaid Gentleman, 
Mr. Chevallier,] “even ſince he could not on my 
* Oppoſition obtain to have the Note deſtroyed in 
6c Chancery, that, if he proceeds farther, it will be 
ce for Perjury and Forgery.” [He ſhould have ſaid 
or) inſtead of (and.)] Here I muſt add a Remark, 
or two. | 
1. A freſh Inſtance of this Man's utter Diſregard 
to the Truth of what he fays, or writes, appears here. 
For he knows that there never was any Motion, or 
the leaſt Hint of a Requeſt, for de/troying the Note 
in Chancery; but that the Prayer of my Bill was, 
for delivering it to Me, upon my paying whatever 


ſhould appear to be due upon it. 


2. As the Words here cited by Fournier, as my 


Words, are taken from a Letter written to Yor, 


after the Decree in Chancery in July, 1752; this 
ſhews me my "ITE Obligations ro You, for your 
continuing your OC pundence with this Man, and 
communicating to | Hh, my private Letters to 
Yourſelf, even after you knew his public Condem- 
nation, and after his Removal from your Parts. 

3. Such as the Words are, I will leave it to the 
meaneſt of all, who underſtand the common Signi— 
fication of plain Language, whether the Words, 
if I proceed farther, are not Words of Doubt and 
Uncertainty; and Werds that ſuppoſe a Deliberation 
about the Matter ſpoken of; that is, whether they 
are not Words abſolutely contrary to what can be 
called peremptcry; and therefore, not at all proper 
for his Purpoſe, ia this dark Paſſage; whatever that 
Purpoſe was. To return; 

You cannot bur ſee, from this Letter to me, and 
this Advertiſement, compared together, Both of the 


of 
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of this Man. For here it appears, from his own 


expreſs Words, that Bernard Fournier, on Fuly 31, 
1753, gave it under his Hand to me, that he was 
ready to be my Priſoner, when I pleaſed; and this, ex- 

reſsly on Account of my Caſts of the Suit already 
Fniſhed | in Chancery; the very Sums of which Coſts 
He himſelf names, as what he was not able to pay; 
and that the ſame Bernard Fournier, on the very ſame 


31ſt of July, in the ſame Year 1759, declared to 


Others, under his own Hand likewiſe, that he had 
no ſuch Intent; and that he was v ready to be my 
Priſoner, on Account of thoſe Cots: but that he 
would, indeed, ſurrender himſelf my Priſoner, upon 
quite another Account, viz. if I wouid publiſh in 
the Ipſwich Journal my Reſolution of being at ſtill 
more Expenſe, and more Coſts, in trying over again 
his Guilt in another Court, before he has accounted 
for the Coffs adjudged already in Chancery. 4 1115 
can he think it lawtul to play with Words; and wit!: 
his own Character; whenever he pleaſes. 

Fournier cannot complain that I thus make pub- 
lick an Advertiſement, which, He himſelf aſſures us, 
he invain deſired to have printed. Nor can You 
complain of my publiſhing that Part of it, to which 
you have thought fit to put your Name. I myſelf 
have ſome Reaſon, indeed, to be a little unealy on 
this account, That, in publiſhing it, I publiſh One 
Inſtance, out of Many, of that uncommon Readineſs 
to give myſelt Trouble, for your Satisfattion, which, 
from the Effects produced by it, gives me no great 
Cauſe to applaud my own Judgment, or Diſcretion. _ 
But I am content with the Thought, that it may be 
eſteemed an Inſtance of my Yearneſs; whilſt I am 
ſure, it muſt be eſteemed a certain Proof of my honeſt 
Intention, of doing the utmoſt Stretch of Juice to 


„ if it ſhould appear that J had injured 
im 


I muſt 
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I muſt not forget, that this New Advertiſement is 
ſubſcribed B. Fournier, late Vicar of Winſton, This 


had its Meaning: and I the rather take Notice of 


it, becauſe it was often urged by his Friends, and 
particularly by yourſelf, in a Letter to me, that He 
had given an extraordinary Proof of his Honeſty, by 
reſigning the /icarage of Winſton, when he could 
by Law have held it, if he would have broken 
his Promiſe. Now, Sir, give me Leave to appeal 
to yourſelf. You was Witneſs to this Promiſe, and, 
in ſome Senſe, anſwerable for his Performance of it, 
when you recommended Him to hold that Vicarage. 
He could therefore, neither deny nor evade it, in 
your Life-time. You had allo heard much from 
his own Mouth of his greater Affair againſt Me, 


Do you not, therefore, in your Conſcience, know 


that He had then ſuch other Things in View, that 
his own worldly Intereſt and common Prudence, 
without a Grain of Honeſty, muſt have induced 
Him to this promiſed Ræſgnation? Had he not 
a Character to get, or to maintain, amongſt you? 
Had he not, in his Poſſeſſion, a Note, Which he 
charged to my Account, to work his Intereſt 
ppon! Had he not his chief Support from your 
8 vantenance, and the Favour of your Neighbours? 

You know tc had. Could he ever again have ſhewn 
' Face amongſt you, if he had rote his Pro- 
8 You know he could not. Would not you 
yourſelf, and all his Friends about you, at once 
have given him up, as a moſt abandoned Man; and 
declared againſt ſuch a Wretch, as not fit to be be- 
lieved or truſted, in any one Word he ſpake; and 
all have become my Witneſles againſt him? All this 
He could not but know, and foreſee. at that Time. 
And therefore, both He and Zou ſhould ſeek for, 
and produce, Other and better Evidences of his 
Honeſiy, than an A# of his, which muſt and would 
have been the lame, even out of Knavery, tor the Sup- 
port 
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port of himſelf and his Credit, in his wicked Aſſer- 
tions and Deſigns againſt Me, and the Dean of 
ferſey. 

might add that there are many Inſtances of Men, 
deſervedly condemned and executed for Robbertes, 


and the like Crimes, who have been for ſome Time 


before, fo remarkably punctual in paying their 
Debts, and behaving themſelves honeſtly in their 
Neighbourhoods, that they have juſtly received the 
concurrent Teſtimonies of- many, both Clergy and 
Laity, when they moſt wanted them, But very 
little Weight is ever laid upon ſuch Appearances, 
when particular Fadis are to be judged of. 

[ will now only juit mention, as we paſs, That 
before the final Fearing, and Decree, He thought fir, 
in Letters dated Aug. 14, 1750, and Feb. 8, 1752, 
to put me in Mind of this Promiſe ſent to You in 
October 1749; and again, after the Decree in Chan- 
cery, in one dated June 2, 1753, when he was ac- 
quainted with the Reſolution of taxing the Cofts allot- 
ted Me: and Letters filled with ſuch [n/ults; and ſuch 
Abuſes of the holzeft Words and holieſt Things, as are 
too ſhocking to produce. — That, as ſoon as this Aa- 
vertiſement was ready, and armed with all its Force, 
he feat Me the Letter, already produced, dated 31 
July, 1753, proicfling his Readineſs to be y Pri- 


ſener, on Account of the Coſts: And then abſolutely 
_ contradicted this in the Advertiſement itſelf, dated the 


ſame Day, and Year..That, in a Letter to the 
Arch-b iſnep of Canterbury, dated Aug. 27, 1753, he 
incloſed this Advertiſement ; with the Addition of 
ſome Rudeneſs, and a Menace of ſending, it to the 


King himſelf. That, on Sept. 18, 1733, He wrote 


another Letter to me. preſſing me, even as I regarded 
the Salvation of my own Soul, to perform my Pro- 
miles; that 75, to retard him for his great Wicked- 
15. T hat, this not being ſufficient for one Day, 


he 
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he ſent a Letter to my own Son, Dr. Heoadly, of the 
fame Date; with a Copy of this fame Advertiſement 
in it; and Words of Abuſe, not to be repeated 
That, after this, he ſent a long Letter to the late 
Lord Biſbop of Ely, dated Nov. 1, 1753, in which 
alſo was a Copy of this Advertiſement, with the Ad- 
dition of much Jmpertinence, and Miſrepreſentation. 
T hele I know of. And how many more Copies were 
diſperſed abroad, Fe beſt knows. 

After theſe Particulars, That the Reader may the 
better judge of what I am going to ſay, about the 
Merits of this Advertiſement, IT will give an Account 
oi the Occaficn of this Letter of mine, to you, dated 
Oct. 26, 1749, by which He may fee the true and 
whole Meaning of my Declarations in it. 

1. It appears from your own, and my Letters, 
that, in Dec. 1747, and Feb. 1747-6, near ws 
Years beiore this Date, I made you the kindeſt 
Offers, to anſwer all, or any of, the Reaſons, You 
might think, you had, for your Regard to this 
Man; if you would let me know them: and this, 
on Purpoſe to prevent your being ſarther miſled 
by Him. Theſe Offers you totally rejected, on 
very trifling Accounts, as will appear preſently. 

iterwards, in Of. 1749, I offered to ſhew You 
that, in his Aaſwer, in Chancery, to my firſt Bill, 
He had pon Oath given an Account of the Note 
tor 8, 800 Pounds, abſolutely contradictory to That 
given to You, and tran{mitted to Me, by You, in 
December, 1747: and this alſo in Order to your 
own particular Satisfaction. In your Anſwer to Me, 
vou took not the leaſt Notice of This; tho* alone 
enough to awake you from your Lethargy. Bur, 
at the ſame Time, whilſt you refuſed to let me know 
any One particular, which made you fo tavourable 
to this Man, you thought fit to let me know, what 


J enquired not after, and what ſignified Nothing to 


the Cuiit, or Inuccence, of Fournier, viz. That my 
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procuring cautionary Letters from his Grace of Can- 
terbury, againſt Fournier's being admitted, or li- 


cenced, to officzate as a Ulergyman, before farther En- 


quiry made about Him, was much cenſured ; as con- 
demning him before he was heard, and as hindering 
Him from being employed; and fo from getting 
more Mony for carrying on his Defence, and I know 
not what. This immediately moved me to ſhew 


my Regard to Zou ſtill farther, by anſwering to all 


that was urged upon this Head; and by ſhewing 
you the Reeſonebleneſs, and Uſefulneſs, as well as 
conſtant Cy/tom, upon all ſuch and much leſs Oc- 
caſions of ſending ſuch Letters. And, being warm- 
ed with this moſt unjuſt Accuſation of z7juring the 
Man, and to ſhew my honeſt Abhorrence of the 
Thought; I added my Promiſe of making him the 
ample Amends, mentioned in the Words of m 
Letter, already produced, upon the Conditions there 
expreſs'd. And this, you mult be ſenſible, 1 ſhould 
equally have faid to you, whether I had been, at 
that Time, adviſed to go forward in Chancery; or 
by Way of [:ait?ment: the Reaſon of my Words 
being exactly tne ſame in both Caſes. But 

2. The Occaſton, and only Occafion, of my men- 
tioning, in my Letter to Jou, the Way of Indict- 
ment, in another Court, was, becauſe it was then the 
Opinion of Some, whom I conſulted, that the Me- 
thod of Indictment might be ſucceſsfully purſued, 
now the Note itielt was ordered into Court. And, 
this being then their Opinion, ſurely it was natural 
and honeſt for Me to mention ſuch Indiment to 
you at that Time. 

And, that this is the ſtri& literal Truth of that 
Matter, any Perſons may by their own Eye-fight be 
convinced, if They pleaſe. For I have now in my 
Poſſeſſion the very 1:4;Zment, in due Form ſettled 
at that Time: which they may fee. And ] can di- 
rect them to another Tad, which cannot lie; viz. 


an 
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an Order of my Lord Chancellor, upon a Motion of 
my Counſel, at the Time agreeable to this, that the 
Clerk, who had the Note, ſhould attend, with the ſaid 
Nete, both the Grand-Jury, in order to the finding 
the Hi; and the Court of Law, when the Trial of 
fuch [ndifment for Forgery ſhould come on. And 
tncre cannot be a greater Proof, that This was the 
recl' ſutenticn, at that Time, when I wrote You that 
Leiter, than theſe wo Fats. 

3. This Advice was ſoon altered. For it appeared, 
upon farcher Conſideration, that the Method of In- 
dictment was not fo free from all Objefions, as it was 
thought; and that the Cæurt of Chancery could 
as properly enter into the Merits of the Cauſe, 
relating to Forrnier's real Guilt or Innocence, as 
any her Court could do. As ſoon as the proper 
Time came, after this was ſo fixed, you' know, I 
continued my particular Regard to You, by ſending 


Dua Letter, to inform you that I muſt go on, in 


Chancery, by the Advice of the beſt Lawyers; and 
to give you Notice, that I was going to ſend down 
a Commiſſion to Ipſwich, in order to make the ne- 
ceſſary Kxamination of Yourſelf, and Another, as eaſy 
as poſſible. So that all my Concern, in this Part 


of the Man's Charge, is, that I was once adviſed 


to go into anther Court, by Way of Indiff- 
ment; and accordingly prepared for it: but that, 
upon farther Deliberation, I was adviſed to proceed 
in the Court in which I had begun; and that I did fo: 
in Both following what was the Advice, at the Time, 
of Thoſe whom 1 conſulted: I hope, it is no Sin, 
in any Perſons, obliged to ſeek Redreſs in Law, to 
alter their Methods of proceeding, whenever they 


are fo adviſed. The only Queſtion here is, whe- 


ther I did Fournier any Injury by this; which will be 
determined preſently. I ſhall only ſay, as we pals, 
that I did not, by this Proceeding in the Court of 


Chancery, pretend to diſengage my ſelf from any ac 
of 
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of my ſaid Promiſes, made in October 1749 ; but 
thought myſelf, in this Method, as much obliged 
to make him the Amends mentioned, upon the Con- 
ditions mentioned, as if I had gone into the Method 

of Indifiment, once propoſed. oP 
It is impoſſible to forbear one Obſervation, before 
we ſtir a Step farther ; viz. that He ſets out in this 
New Attack, with a moſt palpable Falſbocd, in the 
very Face of thoſe Words of mine, which he alter- 
wards Cites as the only Proof of what he Jays upon 
Me. He affirms that the Biſbop promiſes all the Ad- 
vantages beforementioned, , he cannot prove Forge- 
ry, Now caſt your Eyes upon the Letter produced 
to prove this Affirmation, and you will find not one 
ſingle Word of this Condition, if he cannot prove For- 
gery. But you will find 2wo Conditions, expreſs'd in 
the plaineſt Words, viz. 1. If be (Fournier) ſtands and 
makes his Defence againſt the Charge of Forgery. By 
which 1 alluded indeed, to his fhametully running 
away formerly from the Trial He himſelf began 
in the Common Pleas, as ſoon as the Dean of Fer/ey 
had appeared, and charged him, upon Oath, with 
the Forgery of the four Notes then in Queſtion over 
bis Name. 2. The other Condition was in theſe 
Words, And proves his Innocency; which muſt 
mean, It, in this Trial, ſuch Evidence ſhall appear, 
as ſhall prove him really and truly innocent, in this 
Affair of the Note; then, and in ſuch Caſe, I pro- 
miſe to do what I ought to do, and what I certainly 
would do, without a Promiſe ; viz. to make him 
the ample Amends here mentioned, for the Injuſtice 
I muſt be thought, upon this Suppoſition, to have 
done him. Every one mult fee that, by thus put- 
ting in Words, which are not in my Pro- 
miſe; and leaving out the Words, which not only 
are in it, but are the expreſs Conditions of it; he 
has made it what it was not, and hid from his Rea- 
3 der 
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der what it was: which may be added to the Heap, 
as a new Inſtance of his Wickednels. 

But though a Perſon, who can give himſelf this 
Liberty of forging a Promiſe, and framing it for his 
own Purpoſe exactly, has forfeited all Right to be 
regarded: yet I will not give him ground to ſay, 
that I have any Thought of evading my own Obli- 
gations. I will therefore find out (if I can,) what 
it is that he intended to charge Me with, in this 
Advertiſement : which is indeed drawn up, in ſuch 
Contradiction to the Rules of Grammar and Con- 
ſtruction, that it is not eaſy to diſcover any 
Meaning; at all in it. But, as far as I can judge, 
his Charge againſt Me muſt be what follows, or 


nothing. 


„ Whereas the Biſhop of Wincheſter, in the 
Tear 1749, promiſed to pay me Coſts, and to 
« do much more taan that, if I ſhould prove my In- 
* nocence, in caſe of an Iudidment for Forgery of a 
« Nete, in the Court of King's Bench, which was then 
„ threatned : It is therefore, great Injuſtice in Vim 
* now to demand of Me, the Coſts allowed to Him 
by a Decree made in a Cauſe about the fame Note, 
already determined in another Court, in which I was 
« ſo far from proving my Iimocence, that I was declared 
the Contriver of a groſs Fraud.” Or, © therefore it 
is great [juſtice in Him, to claim and inſiſt upon 
the Coffs adjudged to Him in Chancery, before 
* he has brought that Indiiment againſt Me, of 
© which ne once ſpare 

This is the utmoſt I can make of what he charges 
upon Me, in this Advertiſement. And what follows 
will, I believe, ſuſticiently ſhew the Weakneſs and 
Abſurdity of it. 

1. Suppoſing it, by the Advice of the beſt Coun- 
ſellors, to be my Keſolution to take the Method of 
Zudict ment for Forgery, at a proper Time; yet, I 
have a ſtrict Right, and eught to make uſe of that 

| Right, 
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Right, out of Regard to the Court in which I ac- 
quired it, to expect and demand that the Law ſhall 
be fulfilled in the firſt Step, before I ever conſent to 
take another. He may know therefore, that ' till 
this be done, I ſhall never go into any other Me- 
thod. If he has a Right to my Promiſes, upon Con- 
dition of the future Proof of his Innocence; I have 
a prior Right to what is ordered to Me, upon the 
actual paſt Proof of his Guilt. And I adviſe Him to 
find any one Lawyer in England, who will ſign, or 
ſay, that this is an unjuſt Procedure in Me; nay, 
that it is not a perfectly right Procedure; before he 
contradicts or cenſures it again. But, 

2. In order to make this Matter ſhort and lain; 
I will at once grant him all he ſeems to aim at, as 
far as the Method of Indictment can carry Him. I 
will ſuppoſe ſuch Bill of Ind:Zment found, and a 
Trial for Forgery entered into, and carried to the 
End: I will ſuppoſe, upon this Trial, the Ver- 
dict of the Jury to be unanimouſly, Not guilty : 
Even this, I preſume to ſay, will be no Proof of 
his Innocence; but only a Proof that the Evidence 
then produced of his Guilt, was not ſtrictly of ſuch 
a Nature, or ſuch a Sort, as that Court always re- 
quires and admits; or ſufficient, according to the 
Rules by which the Zury there are ſtrictly obliged 
to go, to juſtify them in finding the contrary. And 
in Support of what I have now ſaid, I might pro- 


duce many Caſes, in which it is acknowledged to 


be the Duty of a Fury, to bring iq; a Perſon not guilty, 
even when every Man of the ſame Jury is inwardly 
perſuaded of His real Guilt, He may therefore ſee, 
what would have been the Effect of a Trial upon 
an Indictment, had it been purſued, when it was firſt 
ſpoke of by Me, before any Trial, and definitive 

Fudgment, in Chancery. But, 
3. After the Merits of the Cauſe have been tho- 
wach tried 1 in the Court of Chancery, and a Fudę- 
B 2 ment 
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ment given that Fournier is not innocent: it may 
juſtly be ſaid that nothing can be more abſurd than 
for him ow to call for a new Trial of his Innocence, 
in another Court; or to pretend to expect any Ad- 
vantage from thence. For, ſuppoſe him now 
fo be declared no? gnilty, in ſuch Court of Common 
Law, upon the Evidence which alone can be pro- 
duced in that Court; yet it remains certain that, by 
froper Evidence produced in another Court, he has 
en actually proved not innocent, and has been ſo 
declared, What then follows? Moſt certainly, 
that ſuch Verdict, in a Court of common Law, (which 
1 always conſiders a Man's Innocence with Regard to. 
(hit | one Sort of Evidence only) cannot annul the Judg- _ 
j ment given before, upon other Sort of proper Evi- 
| dence, in another Court; and that therefore the 
Wah Judgment in Chancery will ſtand firm, and unmoved 
0 a 
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by any thing that can no be done in a Court of 


| ' Common Law, 

If | will here add that my own mention of an In. 
itt ditment, either for Forgery, or Perjury, after the 
| Trial and Judgement in Chancery, which he has taken 

1198 Notice of, was only as of a Matter of Deliberation, 

j | | and that the Deliberation was not at all about it, as 


a Step neceſſary to prove Fournier*s Real Guilt, in 
the Matter of the Note, which had been ſufficiently 
ſettled in Chancery ; but to prove his Guilt, in ſuch a 
Manner, in a Court of Common Law, that he might be 
brought to public Shame, and corporal Puniſhment. 
| For this was what many loudly called for, atter the 
| Trial in Chancery, and thought it my Duty to the 
. Public, to endeavour to bring about. 
1 4. It is to be obſerved alſo, that the Way, I 
choſe to ptocred in, for the Trial of the Merits of 
the Cauſe, was of his own pointing out: and that 
| he himſelf afterwards- followed my Steps in it, with 
all ſeeming Willingneſs, and the Appearance at 


leaſt of his own Conſent and Approbation. The in- 
tamous 
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publiſned in the General 


famous Advertiſement, 
Evening Poſt, of June 7, 1748, (which was ſent to 
Me, for fear I ſhould not otherwiſe ſee it, with a 
rude Letter in his Name, by one who wrote as 55 
I awyer, or Agent,) threatned me with a ſpeedy Ap- 
plication to my Lord Chancellor, it I did not do him 
Juſtice, as He called it. Upon which Defiance, about 
the 21ſt of the ſame Month of June, I myſelf called 
him into Chancery, to give an Account of the Note 
for 8, 800 JI. over my Name. He profeſſed in Words 
all Readineſs to obey this Call; and, about a Year 
after it, put in his Anſwer upon Oath, to my Bill: as 
ſoon (he ſaid) as he could procure one Gentleman of 


the Lazy to ſign it, after many unſucceſsful Trials 


during the Space of ſeveral Months, in which he 
laboured this Matter. And, as the Cauſe proceded, 
he followed; and at the proper Time, ſummoned all 
Witneſſes, whom he thought capable of ſaying any 
thing to his Purpoſe. And may not all this be juſtly 
ſaid to imply his Conſent, that the Merits of the Cauſe 
between Us, ſhould be tried in the Court of Chancery; 
eſpecially, when theſe -laſt Steps of his were loag 
after my mention of an JudiFment, and my Promiſes 
in OFober 1749, and when, for ſix Years from the 
Date of the Note, he might by an Action have appli- 
ed to a Court of Common Law? 

5. But I muſt go farther, and add that, in the 
midſt of the Proceedings | in the Cauſe, He himſelf, 
{till chuſing the ſame Court of Chancery, filed a Croſs 
Bill againſt Me; and a Bill, believe, without example. 
And, after a Series ef aomberiels Falſhoods, known 
to him to be ſuch, the Prayer of his Bill is, that I 
may, by Writ of Subpœna, be commanded to ap- 
pear, Sc. then and there, full, true, diſtinct and per- 
felt Anfever to make to all and ſingular the Matters and 
Charges aforeſaid, and farther 15 ſtand to, abide and 
perform fuch Order, Direction and Decree, as to the 
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Lord Chancellor ud ſeem meet, &c. Now, as this 
was his own voluntary Attack npon Me; it theretore, 
may juſtly be eſteemed not only his Conſent, but his 
Dejire, that the Merits of the whole Affair, to which 
this Croſs Bill profeſſedly led, and into which he had 
crowded all the Particulars he could invent for his 


Advantage, ſhould be tried” in this ſame Court of 


Chancery. He himſelf, indeed, following his own Ex- 
ample in the Action he brought againſt the Dean of 
Jerſey, fled from this Attack, as ſoon as I had ful!, 
true, diſtin, and perfect Anſwer made toall bis Charges, 
with a very uncommon Particularity; and ſo 
choſe that his Bill ſhould ſtand undefended; and re- 
main as a Monument of his Afſurence, in firſt affirm- 
ing any thing he pleaſed, and then leaving it all to 
ſhift for itſelf. But though he for/ook this Attack, 
which was voluntarily begun by himſelf, yet I have 
a ſtrict Right to demand, as I now do, that Juſtice 
ſhall be done Me, by his purſuing, and, bringing 
to a final Determination, the declared Intent of 
this Cro/s Bill, before I ſhall anſwer any new De- 
mand of his upon me: or elſe, by acknowledging 
the Victedneſs of the many Charges in it; and that 
he neither can prove his Iunccence, nor ever will at- 
tempt it. 

6. But if He be in earneſt in crying ſo loud for a 
Trial at Common Law, why does He not bring an 
Action againit Me, upon the Note ior 8,800 
Pounds? which Note he may, at any Time, by 
a Motion in the Court of Chancery, be allowed to 
make uſe of, for this Purpoſe. Nothing can be 
eaſier to him than this: And 1 not only recom- 
mend this Method to him, but have a Right to 
expect it of him. For in the Year 1745, a Gentleman 
of Ipſwich wrote me word that Fournier had aſſured 
him, as a Proof of his Innocence, and of the Truth 
of the Note, that he was determined to ſue me upon 
it, the very next Term. And the ſame Perſon will 
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teſtify this now. On June 21, 1748, his own Let- 
ter to Dr. Le Moine, now to be ſeen, ſpeaks the ſame 
Language: the whole Tenor of one Part of it be- 
ing to that Purpoſe of bringing an Action, upon 
that No vote, even after the ix Zears of the Limitation 
Att were expired. Theſe, and ſeveral Declarations 
to other Perſons of the ſame Kind, having been 
made long before my ſpeaking to you of an [ndit7- 
ment, in Ofteber 1749; I may juſtly ſay that theſe De- 
clarations of his, being firſt in time, ought to be 
fulfilled, before his preſent Claim can be admitted, 
even ſuppoſing i it a ut one. But, If he has found 
Realon to drop this Keſolution ; let bis own Example 
teach him, that there is 720 Crime, or Injuſtice, in any 
other Perſon's altering his Mind, about the Meaſurcs 
of proceeding in Law, 

7. | cannot forbear to add this ohe Obfervation 
more, which will entirely, I think, put an End to 
the Demands made by Fournier, in this new Attack, 
upon Me: viz. Suppoling the Cauſe had been car- 
ried to the King's Bench, by Indiftment, and all to 
have been ſo happily ended to Fournier's Advantage 
as that his Innocence itſelf had been totally cleared 
beyond all Exception; and in Conſequence of this, 
my Premiſe, of the ample Amends beiore-mentioned, 
to be aii demanded; All then would depend upon 
the Curacy, cr Curacies, which he actually 1ſt 
by means of the Archbiſhep's cautionary Letters. 
But, upon the Suppoſition now made, all will allow 
that ſome Proof muſt be given that ſuch Loſs. was 
occaſioned by boſe cautionar Leiters. Otherwile, 
the Promiſe is nothing. To come therefore, to 
particulars; I remember, Sir, that you told me 
of one ſo loft, in your Neighbourhood, or with- 
in your Knowledge: and I have heard that after- 
wards another was offered him at Ears Colu in 


Eſſex, for which the Lord Biſhop of London re. 
© ah fuſed 
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fuſed to grant him a Licence. Of any other I ne- 
ver heard : and of theſe twol have to ſay what will 
effectually conclude againſt any others, which poſſi- 
bly may be ſupplied and produced by the fruitful In- 
vention of ſuch a Man as I have to deal with. 

1. Of the former of theſe, I can affirm, with 
ſtrict Truth, that the then Lord Biſhop of Nor- 
wich, Dr. Gooch, having been informed of ſome 
Part of PFeurnier's Behaviour, with Relation to 
the Dean of Jer/zy, which was public; and alſo of the 
Note over my Name, though not then ſo public; and 
having heard that this Man was lately licenced to a 
Curacy, andalſo inſtituted to a Vicarage in his Dioceſe, 
in his Abſence, by his Chancellor, Dr. Nh; wrote 
immediately to Him upon this Subject, and let him 
know that Fournier lay under ſuch violent Suſpici- 
ons of Forgery, that he did not think it fit, he 
ſhould be admitted to any Office in his Dioceſe. Of 
this the Biſhop aſſured me himſelf, long before the 
Archbiſhop”s cautionary Letters exiſted, or were even 
thought of. From, hence it appears that, ſup- 
poſing theſe cautionary Letters never to have been 
written, if Fournier had applied to the ſaid Biſhop, 
or his Chancellor, who had been ſo eaſy before, for 
a Licence, and had been refuſed, (as he muſt have 
been) ſuch Refuſal would have been on Account 
of what the Biſbop had heard of him, and writ 
to his Chancellor : or — upon his not 
being able to produce any Orders of Prieſthood 
nor any authentic Proof, that he ever had any, 
But upon whatſoever the Refuſal had been founded, 
here is a Demonſtration, with Regard to the Curacy 
mentioned by ye, that the Refuſal would have been 
exactly the ſame, whether his Grace's circular Letters 
had ever been written, or not; and therefore, ought 
not to be put to their Account. And this holds 
good equally tor all, and every Curacy, within the 
whole 
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whole Dioceſe of Norwich, which comprehends the 
Counties of Norfolk, and Suffolk. 

2. As for the other Curacy, at Earl's Coln, in 
Eſſex, I cannot do any thing better than refer you 
to the Reverend Mr. Bernard, Rector of that Pariſh ; 
who, I dare ſay, will be ſo good as to ſatisfy you, 
that the Biſhop's Refuſal of a Licence for that Curacy, 


or for Fournier's officiating in his Dioceſe, was ſo far 


from being occaſioned by theſe Letters, that not.one 
of the Reaſons given for ſuch Refuſal had the leaſt 
Relation to them; but were all founded entirely 
upon thoſe Rules of Epiſcopal Proceedings, 
by which that Prelate juſtly thought it proper to 
act upon that Occaſion, And therefore, without 
entering into Particulars, it is a juſt Concluſion, 
that this Refuſal would have been exactly the ſame, 
had theſe Letters never been ſent. And, as this Ar- 
gument holds good for every Curacy, in the Dioceſe 
of London, as well as for that of Earl's- Coln, it fur- 
niſhes a plain Proof that Fournier loſt neither the 
Curacy of EarPs-Coln, nor any other in the Dioceſe 
of London, by Means of the Archbiſhop's Letters. 

3. If he had applied to all the other Biſbops ſuc- 
ceſſively, upon a like Occaſion; it is evident that 
they all had the ſame juſt Reaſons for refuſing to 
grant him ſuch Licence to officiate in their reſpective 
Dioceſes, which the Lord Biſhop of London had, 
in his; and Reaſons quite diſtinct from theſe Letters 
from his Grace, Particularly, They might have 
juſtly refuſed it him, merely and ſolely becauſe he 
could not produce certain Proof of his Prieſt hood. 
And if this had been ſo, what Pretenſe could he 
have to ſay, upon a Refuſal in any, or all, other 
Dioceſes, that the Archbiſhop's Letters had been 
the Cauſe of ſuch Loſs to him? | 
I think, I have now ſhewn, #r/, That, ſuppoſing 
a Trial upon an 1ndiftment for Forgery, to be —_—_— 
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ful to Him, in the Verdi, Not guilty; ſuch Succeſs 
would not prove his Innocence; nor enable Him to 
prove it; which was the expreſs Condition of my 
Promiſe: ſecondly, that it was eaſier for him to 
have proved ſuch Innocence, if he had it, in a Court 
of £qrity, in which I and He both agreed to try it; 
but that, in that Court, to which he himſeli firſt 
called me, he was ſo far from Prey his Innocence, 
that he was, after a long Trial, declared the Contriver 
cf a groſs Fraud: And thirdly, ſuppoſing even his 
Innocence, as to the Note over my Name, to 
have been clearly and fully demonſtrated ; yet that 
he loſt ct cre ſingle Curacy, by Means of the 
Archbiſhop's cautionary Letters: And conſequently, 
that not one Farthing can be claimed as due to 
lum, op Virtue of my Promiſe betorementioned. 

This rid 8 Charge againit Me, in this neu 
Attack, muy, therefore, Juſtly be thought the 
laſt 4 of anrelenting Guilt, and an hardened 
Heart. 

But though I ſhall now lay no more to Feurnier 
himſelf, with regard to this {Zdvcriifement, by which 
he has thought tit to give the World a new Proof 
of his Tniquity yet, | have a gi cat deal ſtill to ſay 
to you, Sir, with regard to your particular Behavi- 
our, through the whole Courſe ot hig Stories about 
Me, from your ric Renewal of your Acquaintance 
with him, in Summer 1742, tothe Date of this new 
Attack upon Me, in which you have been pleaſed to 
ſuffer your Ne to appcar, witnout any Mark of 
Diſlike of the Man. 

Before I enter upon this, I muſt give a Caution, that 
you will not interpret what I ſhall Fay, i in {uch Senſe, 
as to impute to me the Iuiquity of thinking that you 
ought not, upon any proper Occaſion, to ) teſtily to 
any Matter of Fact in Fourner's Favour, which you 
know to be be true. I abhor ſuch a thought. On 
the 
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the contrary, I think you ought to do it, when ne- 


ceſſary, in the Caſe of the vileſt Wretch that was 
ever tried at the Old Baily. But, as it is evident to 
me that you were not called to it, upon this Oc- 
cation, by any Voice, but that of your own Inclina- 
tion to have your Name appear with his; if J affirm 
your doing this to be an unn m] Officionſneſs ; J 
ſhall endeavour to prove it. And if J go farther, 
and ſay, that Yu, of all Men, had the juſteſt Rea- 
ſons, not only not to ſulfer your Name to grace this 
Paper of is; but even to ſeparate yourſelf for ever 
from him, in as public a Manner as you once joined 
yourſeit to him; or, it you thought it neceſſary to 
give your Hand to any true F2#, not to do it, with- 
out adding at the fame time, your particular Abhor- 
rence of Him, as a wicked Impoſer upon Yen, 
and Injurer of Me; I will give you, and the World, 
ſome ee Reaſons for ſuch Affirmations. 

Firjt, As you had, on, or about, May 9, 1751, 
given into Chencery, amongſt my Letters, this par- 


ticular one, which he has cited in this Advertiſement, 


if it were after this gth of May 1751, that you ſign- 
ed your Atteſtation to the Truth of this Part of the 
ſaid Lelier, I have juſt Reaſon to ſay, that this was 
an Officiouſneſs abſolutely unneceſſary ; and therefore, 
owing to your continued molt kind Tzclination to 
appear ſtill, as you had before. For you were not 


Calle! to this by any Act of a Court of Law, You 


had before. put this Letter into Court, upon your 
Oath, the ſtrongeſt Confirmation you could give it. 
He knew this, and where to find it, Your Name and 
Word could add nothing to that ſolemn Sanction ; 
and therefore, was, after ha, quite unneceſſary. 
What one Reaſon, then, in the Worid can be given 
tor this Part of your Conduct, but your own Choice 
and Iuclination; without the leaſt Neceſſity from 
any one Circumſtance belonging to it ? Would it 
not 
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28 4I LETTER 75 
not have been much more reaſonable, to have ſaid, 
that, if He had any Uſe to make of any thing in 
my Letters, he knew where to find them vitneſſ- 
ed upon Oath; and therefore, not wanting any 
Teſtimony of leſs Weight, under your Hand. I 
acknowledge that this Argument depends upon 
your having given him this Artęſtation, after that 
Day May g, which I have mentioned. And this 
I have Reaſon to think to be the Caſe, from com- 
paring together 7wo of thoſe Letters, with which 
Fournier was often abuſing me by the Poſt; and 
from the Date of this Advertiſement. But, 
Secondly, Suppoling me miſtaken about the 
Time of your Atteftation ; and that you gave it be- 
fore you had put into Chancery this, and other Let- 
ters; I have ſtill juſt Ground to affirm, that You, 
of all Men living, had the moſt Reaſon not to lend 
your Hand to him, on any Account, without ex- 
prefling, at the ſame time, as plainly and publick- 
y as might be, your Senſe of his Wickedneſs, 
which muſt have appeared to you, in the Accounts 
he had given You of the Note for 8,800 Pounds, 
and the Occaſion and Circumſtances of it, long be- 
fore my Letter of Promiſes ſent to You in 1749. 
For Proof of what I have here ſaid, I will now 
produce to You a few remarkable Inſtances of 
his Willful Abuſe of You, as well as of Truth and 
common Honeſty, which you could not but #now, 
at the Time of this Atreftation, ſuppoſing it to 
have been given him before May q, 1751, becauſe 
they were affirmed to yourſelf in private, and to the 
publick in his Anſwer to my Bill, in May 1749, 
long before that Day. Nay, you youiſclf ſhewed 
that you knew them, by remembring them on 
that very Day, when You gave the Court upon Oath 
your very particular Account of what he had laid to 
You, by Word of Mouth in 1743-4, and "oy 00 had 
| 9 eliver- 
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delivered to you in Writing, in 1747, upon the afore- 
ſaid Subject. 

The principal Inſtance ſhall be aken from the 
groſs and palpable Contradictions He entertained 
you with, in the fo Accounts he gave you of 
the Note in queſtion ; to Both which, as His, you 
have ſworn. 

1. The frft of theſe he gave You, in one of your 
Converſations with Him, in 1743, or 1744, about 
the ſaid Note, in which, you have ſworn, He 
told you, it was ſigned by me; and that the Oc- 
« caſion of my ſigning, and giving it, was to tye 
« myſelf under an Obligation to provide for Him 
« by ſome Preferment; — and not for the Pay- 
« ment of ſo much Money abſolutely.” Which is 
as much as to ſay, in other Words, that the Sum of 
Money, promiſed in it, was not underſtood by Him, 
or intended by me, as a Sum ab/olutely to be paid. 

2. The Second is, That Paper which he gave you 
in December, 1747; and of which you then ſent 
to me a Copy, in a Letter; and which you 
afterwards, in 1751, put into Chancery, amongſt 


other Letters. Of this Paper, or Letter, which is 


a Mixture of his MWife's Stories, and his own, you 
gave, upon your Oath, the following Account, 
That it was writ by you to me — That the whole 
« of the middle Paragraph, beginning with theſe 
„Words (Mrs. Fournier has told me) and ending 
« in the Words (under fair Promiſes) was brought 
c in Writing under Fournier's own Hand, and de- 
„ livered to you, his Miſe being preſent, and tran- 
c ſcribed by you, and ſent at the particular Inſtance 
« and requeſt of Fournier and his Wite, —That at 
tothe time of delivering the ſaid Paragraph, Fourmer 
declared that every particular, both in regard to 
« the Sum of Five Guineas received of me, and the 
Note of Acquieſcence, and all other Matters con- 
tained in the ſaid Paragraph, were true.” 2 
e 
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The Stor:cs in this Letter ſaid to be his Wife's, 
of Promiſes I made to her, and of ſomebody, who 
faid he. bad it from ue, viz. the Tale of Proviſion 
for Fer, &c. and what other of theſe Particulars, he; 
has putinto his Anſwers in Chancery, and made bis own, 
are of no concern to yourſelf, but in common with 
others. And, as to Her who is here cited for them, 
Pity, I think, is the: beſt Return to a Hife, thus 
brought by her own Huſband to you, as a Wi:- 
neſs in a Cale of ſo critical Importance to Him. 

I ſhall now produce the Contents of this middle Para- 
graph juſt mentioned: in which he does, in Effect, 
attirm, that, at my requeſt, he figned a Note wherein 
it is reported (as he expiclles ith that he will never 
trouble me any more, about the Affuir of the Church, 
(as he uſed to call his Cæaſe) and he adds that, in 
this ſame Note of Acquicicence, the Sum (viz. the 
Sum of 8,800 Pounds) mentioned in my Note, 
(lo he is pleaſed ro ſtyle it) is related as an 
Indemnification, er Recompenſe, as his Words are, 
upon ſuch Conſideration. In plainer Words, this Note 
of Acquieſcence (which, in his Croſs Bill, he makes 
Me to write, and to deſire him to ſign) is here de- 
clared to be the Cenfideration : and the Sum of 8,800 
Pounds promited in he Mete over my Name, is here 
declared to be promiſed, as a Recompenſe, on the ſaid 
Conjigeration, I ſhall at preſent particularly recom- 
mend to yu the following Obſervations on the Pa- 
ragraph here cited, as of concern to yourſelf in a 
peculiar manner, 

1. You might have ſeen, with the leaſt Atten- 
tion to his own Tale, the Fiction of this whole Story 
of a Note of Acquieſcence. You knew, from his own 
Account, of his bringing his Appeal to Me, and de- 
manding Juſtice of Me, that I was his legal Jud e in 
that Affair. Let me therefore, aſk you ſeriouily, Did 
you ever hear, before, of any one Judge in the World, 
the meaneſt Creature that ever bore. chat Name, 
. who 
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who ſaid to any one, applying to him for Juſtice, 
Sir, pray don't trouble me about your Complaint : 
for, in one Word, to avoid the trouble of hearing, 
and out of a particular good liking to the Man 
againſt whom you complain, I offer, if you will 
ſer your Hand to this Note, which I have writ for 
you, promiſing never to trouble me more about 
your Cauſe, I will give you 8,800 Pounds, and I 
have mentioned this very Sum (of 8,800 Pounds) 
as the Sum to be given you, in this very Note of 
your Acquieſcence, which I deſire you to ſign. If 
there never was ſuca a monſtrous Thing known 
of any one Man living ; how can you anſwer to 
Gop or Man, your receiving and believing it of 
Me, of whom you knew nothing, that could juſti- 
fy your doing ſo? Or, if you did ret believe it, 
how can you anſwer for your not abhorring ſuch a 
Man, and not renouncing all Correſpondence with 
Him? i 

2. Suppoſing you did not know it before, one 
Queſtion to your Friend himſelf would have in- 
formed you, that I was not only Judge, but the only 
Judge of his Cauſe, from whom no Appeal could be 


made: and this muſt have forced you to ſee that it” 


was out of his Power to give any trouble, bur 
that of Inpertinence, to Me, conſidered as a Judge, 
who had nothing to do but honeſtly to give the 


beſt Judgment I could, to which he muſt ſubmit, 


whatever he thought : and conſequently, You mult 
have ſeen that this pretended Note of Acquieſcence 
was not worth to Me one ſingle Half Penny, for 
which alone he here makes me give 8,800 Pounds, 
And what Right you had to think me either an Idiot, 
or a Madman, I leave to You, 

3. But whether you did, or did not, know what I 
have mentioned; you muſt be blind indeed, if you 
did not fee the Contradiction of his Story, in 
Writing, to his former Account ot the Note 

and 
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and the Occaſion of it, which he had given you 
in Converſation. For when this Man thus gave it 
you under his own Hand in 1747, that the Note 
for 8,500 Pounds was a Recompenſe for his great 
Goodneſs, in promiſing me a little Reſt from his In- 
pertinence; can you make any one believe that you 
could forbear to call to Remembrance his former 
Story to yourſelf, in 1743, viz. that the ſame Note 
was ſigned and given by me, to ſecure to him 
a promiſed Preferment to come? Or, that you, 
could help ſaying to yourſelf, * This Man now 
„ ſhews himſelt to be a Wicked Man, who 
4c could firſt tell me, the Note was a conditio- 
* 7a] Note, or a Security for the future Per- 
cc formance of a Promiſe on the Biſhop's Part; 


c and now gives it under his hand that the ſame 


« Note, was an abſolute Money Note, given him as 
« a Recompenſe, for a Promiſe of Acquieſcence, on 
« his own Part?“ 

4. You could not but ſee that, in this Paper of 


the Year 1747, he repreſents the ſaid Note for 


8,800 Pounds, as a real Money Note, and nothing 
elſe. For he aſſerts in it, as a Fact, and at the End 
declares this, in particular, to be true, That I had 
actually begun to pay off the Note, by paying 
him Five Guineas; and that theſe Five Guineas were 
to be diſcounted on the Sum of this ſaid Promiſſory 
Nete, and conſequently, that the remaining Part of 
the ſaid Sum was to be paid. And you know, he 
could not have given you a more exact Deſcription 
of an abſolute Money Note, than he did in theſe Parti- 


9 @& © © 


this, without any Condition mentioned — A Part of 
that Sum affirmed to be already paid in Money,. 
and this Part to be diſcounted upon the whole, - the 
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> reſt of which Sum therefore, was to be paid. If theſe 
be not the very Properties of an abſolute Money Note, 
it is impoſſible to tell, what are. 

Such are the /wo Stories with which, you teſtify, 
he entertained your Ears, and your Eyes. Now, 
at the time of your receiving the /econd of theſe, in 
 HIriting, you certainly ſaw that they could not 3015 
be true, if you then made uſe of your Eyes, and 
your Underſtanding, at all. You knew alſo that he 
had told You in 1743, or 44. that the Note 

was a Tie upon Me, to give him Preferment, 
and not for the Money mentioned in it: which was 

ſo fixed in your Memory, that ſo long afterwards, 
' asin the Year 1751, you teſtified upon Oath, that 
this was his Story in 1743, or 44. Nor could you be 
ignorant, that, if the Note were only a Security for 

' Preferment, it could not be an abſolute Money-Note; 
Or, if it were a Money-Note, that it could not be a 
Note for Security of Preferment, or any thing but the 
Money named in it. And conſequently, you could not 
but ſee that oe or other of theſe Stories muſt be falſe, 
and a wilful Impoſition upon You; and that Four- 
nier himſelf was a moſt wicked Man, according to 
that conſtant Rule of Judgment, in all like Caſes, 
that the Man, who gives two inconſiſtent Accounts 
of Matters, on which his Defenſe muſt depend, be- 
trays and proves his own Guilt, 

There are a few other Particulars in this written 
Account, which could not but appear to you as A- 
ſurdities, and incredible Tales, at your firſt tranſcrib- 
ing this Paper of Fournier's in 1747 : which fran- 
ſcribing it, with your own Hand, commanded your 
ſtrict Attention to the Contents of it, much more 
than a common Hearing or Reading of it could have 
done. fn, 

1. You found in it, that the Note for 8, Soo“. 
which is called mine, when ſent to me, was paſted 10 
another Paper. And ſoalſo you found the Dean's four 

C Notes, 
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Notes, in this Paper. The Note, called mine, being 
denied by Me to be ſo, you knew then, could not be 
of any Ulſe to Fournier, without being tried, and 
judged of, in a Court of Juſtice. And this Fa# of 
paſting it to another Paper, taken by itſelf, ought to 
have made you ſtrongly ſuſpect that He, who had ſuch 
a Note, probably to be tried in Public, and certainly to 
be often ſubmitted to private Examination; and had 
dared to pate it to another Paper; muſt have intended 
this to prevent the one only Sort of effet?ual Examina- 
tion: and therefore, probably was the Forger of it. For, 
inſuch Caſes, the looking nicely and caretully through 
it, to ſee whether any Raſures, or the like, were 
to be diſcovered; is the conſtant Way of ſuch Exa- 
minations : and, by this Paſte, once thoroughly dried, 
all ſuch viewing of it, was rendered of much leſs 
Uſe; perhaps, of none at all. The ſame you ought 
to have argued about the Dean's four Notes, the 
Paſte of which was quite dry. 

2. You found, in this Paper of 1747, a Reaſon 
given for this paſting the Note to another Paper, 
Viz. in order zo be the better preſerved, which could 
not but affect you even more than the Thing itſelf. 
For you had been long enough in the Buſineſs of 
this World, to have ſeen many Bank Notes, upon 
much thinner Paper than this was writ upon, as good 
in all reſpects of Uſe, as at firſt, even when Length 
of Time had worn, and tatter'd them: and in all 
your days, I believe, never ſaw one Promiſſory Note, 
from one Man to another, which was likely to come 
into any Diſpute, ſo paſted. When you, there- 
fore, ſaw ſo weak and ſilly a Reaſon given for ſo ex- 
traordinary an Appearance, this ought to have made 
it worſe in your Eyes, than if the Perſons concerned 
had not pretended to give any. | 

3. This Paper, of 1747, told you that I return- 
ed the Notes, (the five Notes) all rent, and much da- 
| maged. 
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waged. I muſt call to your mind that Four of theſe 
were over the Name of the Dean of Ferſey; and all 
four paſted, if I remember right, upon one Piece 
of Paper. No one can doubt that you ſaw theſe 
Notes over the Dean's Name, as you conſented to 
hear the Man's t.ory againſt him; and as your 
Duty, therefore, required you to do. And, if 
you did, you ſaw, with your own Eyes, that, tho? 
there had been a Trial juſtly made whether they 
could be taken from the Paper; (of which ſome 
Marks might remain;) yet, the Paſte being 
thoroughly dry, from length of Time, they all 
remained fixed to the Paper unmoveably; and 
were not rent or damaged at all in any Part of the 
Notes. | 

In this ſame Account, it is added by the Story- 
Tellers, that my Note (fo called) eſpecially, wwas 
rent and ae which was paſted upon another 


Paper to be the better preſerved; but by me returned 


unglued, as the Words are. Now, Sir, from what 
you have ſworn, it appears that you had often ſeen 
this Note, called mine, before 1747. And there- 
fore, you knew, when they gave you this Falſpood 
to tranſcribe, that, tho' the ſaid Note was a very 
little jagged, at one Corner, where no Word, nor 
Letter of a Word, was written; yet, it was 
not, in any one other Part of it, in the leaſt Degree, 
hurt, tor*n, or damaged. And, what alone is ſufficient 
to the preſent Purpoſe, you law, with your own 
Eyes, that this Note, conlider ed as a promiſſory 
Note, was as unburt, and undamaged, with regard 
fo all poſſible Uſe of it in Law, as it was the firſt Mo- 
ment after it was /ramed by the Mater; and as it is, 
at this very Day, in Chancery : In which Court Four- 
nier, in his Ipſwich Advertiſement, declared it to be 
left, in order to a Trial at Common Law. And this is a 
plain Acknowledgment that it ſtill remains as perfect, 
as ſuch Trial requires it to be. Lou could not avoid 
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ſeeing theſe Contradiions at the very Time of your 
being entertained with this Sory; and therefore, that 
your Hiſtorian was guilty of a wilful Falſhood. 

4. You found in this Paper, given you in 1747, 
an Aſſertion, that I aſkedfor the Dean's four Notes, 
and the Note called wy own, exprelly in order to 
be deſtroyed; and that Mr. and Mrs, Fournier ſent 
them to me, in order to their being deſtroyed ; or that 
their Expectation was, to have them immediately de- 
ſtroyed, agreeably to my pretended Meſſage. This 
Account of my Meſſage has been indeed, proved 
falſe, upon the Oath of the only Witneſs who 
knew what it was. But I go no farther now, than 
what they themſelves ſay here of their own Expec- 
tation, that this Note was to be immediately deſtroyed, 
when it was ſent me. Go to other Words in this 
ſame Paper ; and theſe very Story-tellers acquaint 
you, that this Note of ine (ſo called) was paſted 
upon another Paper to be the better preſerved ; and 
they add that it was returned by me unglued; or, taken 
off from the Paper to which it was paſted. Their 
own Tale, therefore, entertains you with this ridi- 
culous Abſurdity, viz. that I, having according to 
their own Account, ſent for my Note fo be deſtroyed ; 
and zhey ſending it to me, with the View of 
its being immediately deſtroyed, paſted it to another 


Paper in order to its being the better preſerved. 


For, that this muſt have been done at the Time of 
their reſolving to ſend it to me, is plain from the 
Wetneſs of the Paſte; without which I could not 
poſſibly have taken it from the Paper : and not at 
the time when the Dean's Notes were fo paſted, 
becauſe heir Paſte was as dry as poſſible; and had 
been found ſo when the Dean of Jerſey ſaw them 
ſome Months before I did. Would not this have 
made any Gentleman to aſk them, If you ſent this 
Note to be immediately deſtroyed; how could you 
poſſibly paſte it freſh, at that Time, upon another 
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Paper, to be the better preſerved ? And to add, that 
this paſting muſt have been for the better hiding 
ſomething bad, as Raſures, or the like; and not 
for the better preſervation of a Note which was to 
be immediately deſtroyed. But you, Sir, cared not 
for end 1 ck and thought it too much to con- 
deſcend to acknowledge ſuch Falſboods, Contradic- 
tions, and Abſurdities, in your Friend's Account, as 
were too glaring not to be ſeen. 

Let me add that, with regard to all 2heſe 
Points, which, I have preſumed to ſay, you muſt 
at firſt have plainly ſeen, there is no need of 
Learning, or an extraordinary Education, or an 
uncommon Capacity : the want of which you ſpeak 
of, in a Letter to me, as an Excuſe for not 
ſo much as hearing any thing I had to ſay, 
tho* offered to you only as what might direct 
your own Conduct. For any Man of common Senſe, 
and of the leaſt Experience in worldly Buſineſs, 
needed only to have judged in his Caſe, by thoſe 
Rules by which he conſtantly judges in all other 
like Caſes; and not, all at once, to have given 
himſelf up to ſwallow a long Roll of Abſurdities, 
affirmed without the leaſt Proof, concerning One, of 
whom (I hope, I may ſay) he had never heard before, 
one Inſtance of ſuch mad Conduct. 


5. J will now put you in mind of his publick Diſ- 


avowal, and ſolemn Denial, of what He had given 
you, as the Truth He would abide by, in the Account 
now before us. It was, you know, in December 1747, 
that he gave you this written Account of the 
Note for 8, 800 l. and of ſome Circumſtances relating 
to it, with Aſeverations of the Truth of them: par- 
ticularly, That it was deſigned for ſo much Money, 
as it mentioned; and that five Guineas of the Sum 
were paid, and to be diſcounted upon the whole Sum. 
In May 1749, He put in his Anſwer, upon Oath, 
to my Bill; In which he calls Gop to Witneſs, 
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as effectually, as if he had ſworn in theſe very 
Words, „ That the Note was not deſigned for 
« Payment of the Money; but only to ſecure Pre- 
« ferment : — That the ive Guineas were not paid to 
« him in Part of the ſaid Money; and were ſo far 
te from being deſigned to be diſcounted upon the Sum 
& of the Note, that the © sum of the Note itſelf was not 
* deſigned to be paid; and conſequently, that ſuch a 
"my Diſcount was neyer thought of.” Nay, he calls 
Gop to Witneſs, in expreſs Words, “that the five 
«© Guineas were given him by me,” 
% not paid in Part. 

Thus did he ſhew you, and the J/erld, how 
wickedly he had uſed you, Bis best Friend; by 
{wearing to Facts, which were the moſt direct Con- 
tradictions to what he had, with little leſs Solemnity, 
affirmed to you to be exactly true. And, 
methinks, how little Faith ſoever you had in any 
Teſtimony of mine, about his Wickedneſs, from 
my own Knowledge; it was very hard in you not to 
believe your Friend and Favourite himſelf, when 
in effect, and by juſt Conſequence, he thus 
called God to Witneſs, in a publick Court, that 
in the Year 1747, be himſelf had been to you a 
wilful abandoned Deceiver and Liar. 

And that you knew this wretched Man to have 
thus ſworn that He himſelf had been your wicked De- 
ceiver, before You witneſſed my Letter, in his new 
Attack upon me, no one can doubt, who knows 
that his An/wer was put into Court, in May, before 
the Oober 1749, in which that Letter to you was 
written; and conſiders that you had taken too great 
a Part in his Affair, not to be very ſollicitous to ſee 
what he himſelf declared upon Oath, about the ſame 
Note for 8800 Pounds, of which, he had ſo often, and 
in ſo particular a Manner, ſpoken to you, in your pri- 
vate Converſations. I myſelf, indeed, was fully con- 
vinced of your having ſeen his Anſwer in Chancery, 
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not only for this Reaſon, but for another, more pecu- 


liar to myſelf: viz. that, when I kindly offered to ſend 


you his Anſwer, if you had not ſeen it; and to point 
out to you the Parts of it in which he had ſworn 
directly contrary to the main Particulars affirmed in 
this Paper delivered to you in 1747; and from 
thence to convince you of his Wickedneſs, by which 
your Character otherwiſe would come ſtill more to 
ſuffer ; you did not, in your Anſwer, deny that you had 
ſeen it; but, in Effect, owned it, by paſſing over, in 
total lence, my friendly offer of ſending it to you, 
if you had not already ſeen. it : Which 1s Proof 
ſufficient, that you knew, at the Time of your 
late Atteftation, what he had actually Sworn in his 
Anſwer to my Bill. 

Theſe are Inſlances of his vile Uſage of you, and 
Wickednels towards me, which I now produce, 
as uſt Reaſons, why you, of all men living, ſhould 
not have given him your Right Hand, upon any Ac- 
count, without making a publick Declaration, at 
the ſame Time, or preſently after it, of your Ab- 
horrence of the Man whom you had found lo wicked 
and wilful an Impoſtor. 

But theſe are only a few Inſtances, which, I think, 
you could not but be ſenſible of, at the very Time 
of your giving Him your Hand. I have many 
more to produce of his wicked and contemptu- 
ous Uſage of you ; whoſe great Kindneſs and Par- 
tiality to him, he ſeems to have made an Argu- 
ment for entertaining you with more of his Ficti- 
ons and Inventions, than he favoured any other 
particular Man with, of all his Acquaintance: 
Without doubt, encouraged by always finding 
a ready Ear, and an wunenguiring Tongue. I will 
now ſhew you ſome Proofs of this, from your own 
Teſtimony. 

1. In your firſt Depoſitions, in Anſwer to the In- 
terrogatories propoſed to you, you gave it upon 
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Oath, that, ** ſome ſhort Time after having re- 
* newed your Acquaintance with Fournier in 1743, 
& Fournier produced you a promiſſory Note, for 
«* 8800/7. which, you have Sworn was the ſame 
« Note ſigned B. Wincheſter, ſhewn to you in the 
% Cauſe; that you had ſeveral Conferences with 
* him about this Note, and the Occaſion of its being 
« given: In ſome, or one, of which he declared 
* that whilſt he was Curate in Jerſey, he was in- 
* terrupted and diſturbed by the rude and in- 
decent Behaviour of a young Woman, whilſt he 
« was performing Divine Service, in the Church, 
e for which he libelled her in the Dean's Court; 
and not being ſatisfied with the Sentence there 
* pronounced, he appealed therefrom to the 
« Biſhop of Vincheſter's Conſiſtorial Court, for 
* redreſs; and that having met with great Delays 
e there, he perſonally applied to the Biſbop himſelf, 
& and expreſſed to him his Diſſatisfaction at the 
«© Delays he had met with in his Court; and that, 
if he was not redreſſed, he would complain to 
<< the Archbiſhop himſelf.“ I ſtop here a little, 
that you may the better, and the more diſtinctly, 
ſee the Wickedneſs of this Man, as we paſs through 
his ſtories; his particular Contempt of you; and 
your own imprudence in opening your Ears to 
ſuch ſtories, without proper Inquiry. For, in 
this little compaſs of Words, there are no leſs than 
four groſs Falſhoods, given you in one Doſe to be 
twallowed : And all of them known by himſelf to 
be what I have now called them, at the very time 
when he made up this Compoſition tor you, 

(1.) He knew, when he told you this ſtory, That 
he did not appeal from the Sentence given in the 
Court in Ferſey, to any Confiſtorial Court of the Bi- 
ſhop of Wincheſter : and that, by the Canons in force 
at Jerſey, no Appeal can be made from the Dean's 
Court, there, unleſs directly to the Biſhop himſelf 


Per- 
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perſonally, when there is one: which is lo ſtrict, that 
the Biſhop, as far as I know, cannot ſo much as by 
Commiſſion appoint any Perſon, or Perſons, to judge 
for him in theſe Appeals; nor ever did, The Biſhop 
has o Conſiſtorial Courts in England: But he has 
no Conſiſtorial Court, to which any Cauſe from the 
Court in Jerſey, can poſſibly be brought, or ever 
was brought. And Fournier himſelf knew this when 
he gave it, in the Year 1740; as a Reaſon for his 
Appeal to me perſonally, that by the Canons of 
Zerſey he was obliged ſo to do; and, in Fact, came 
to Me directly, without the leaſt Appearance, or Hint, 
of any ſuch Appeal to the Biſhop's Court in England, 
as he afterwards invented for your Ears. 

(2.) It follows from hence, that he knew, when 
he forged this ftory for you, that he neither did, 
nor could, meet with any the leaſt Delay in a Court, 
to which he neither did, nor could, appeal: And 
therefore, that he could not apply to Me, 
on Account of meeting any Delay, in a Court of 
mine which never exiſted for the Purpoſe He men- 
tions, but in his own Brain. 

(3.) He knew, when he thus made Uſe of your 
ealy Ear, in 1743, or 44, that, when he made his 
Application to me, in 1740, he neither did, nor could, 
expreſs any diſſatisfaction at the Delay he had met with 
in my Court; becauſe he knew at that very Time, 
not only that there was no ſuch Court in being, 
to which he could appeal; as I have already ob- 
ſerved; but, that there could not have been any Delay 
for him to complain of, if ſuch a Court had exiſted, 
for him to appeal to, as he forged in this Narrative. 
For, after ſentence given in the Court at Ferſey, 
(which was on, or about, May 5, 1740.) there wa; 
not Time enough before the 3oth of the ſame May, 
(on which Day his Letter of Appeal to me was dated, 
and brought to me, by himſelf, on May 31.) for 
him firſt ro ſail from Fer/ey to England ; and then 
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to travel to London, and then to lodge an Appeal 
in ſuch Court, and then to have any ground for a 
complaint of delay : There being in the whole but 
ix and twenty Days; and, perhaps, not fx, proba- 
bly not three, Days from his Arrival at London, to 
his coming himſelf to me. And, accordingly, 
there was not, in Fact, in his Letter of Appeal, or 
in all his Diſcourſe, when he firſt came to me, or in 
any Paper, or Letter of his, relating to the Appeal, 
one ſingle Word of any ſuch ridiculous Complaint 
of delay, in any Court of mine to which he had ap- 
pealed, according to this Romance. 

(4.) He knew, at this very Time, when he thus 
abuſed you, that he was rot guilty of ſuch 
uncommon Impudence, as he has charged him- 
ſelf with, viz. that of Hhreatning me that he would 
complain to the Archbiſhop, if he was not redreſſed. 
For 1. he knew, as I have already ſaid, that, by 
the Laws of Jerſey, there was no one, but the Biſhop 
of Wincheſter perſonally, who could redreſs him, if in- 
jured; and alſo that, by the ſame Laws, the Arch- 
biſhop had no more to do with the Affair, unleſs 
when the Sce of Mincheſter ſhould be vacant, than 
you have. And 2. He knew that, at the Time to 
which he has fixed this idle Tale, I was ſo far 
from having given him Occaſion for any ſuch Me- 
naces, or high Words, that I had received Him, and 
his Appeal, with the greateſt Civility; and pro- 
miſed, (if he perſiſted in deſiring it) to give my 
Judgment upon it: Which implied redreſing him, 
if I ſhould find he had been wronged by the ſentence 
of the Court in Ferſey. On which Accounts, it is 
impoſſible to believe that he ſhould chuſe, at the 
very Time of his applying to Me, to give me ſuch 
rude Uſage; or, to treat me as one likely do him 
Injuſtice, without the leaſt Provocation : But much 
more eaſy to believe, what I affirm to be true, 
and now to be ſeen under his Hand, that his 

Dec lara» 
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Declaration then was, that he expected nothing from 
Me, but Juſtice; with the Addition of many ſoft 
Words of Flattery, which I then deſpiſed, and now 
cannot think it worth while to recite. | 

But one Obſervation offers itſelf too naturally 
from this Part of his Tale, to be paſſed by, viz. 
that in this Converſation with Jon, rather than not 
abuſe lomebody, He choſe to abuſe Himſelf : one 
would think, to keep his Tongue in Ule; and to 
try, to the utmoſt, how far he might depend upon 
your Attention to all the Pratethat He could utter, 

Here, Sir, are four Inſtances of his offending 
Gop, injuring Me, and abuſing you, willtully and 
knowingly, in the compaſs ot a very tew Words 
in that Account, which he gave you, in ſome, 
or one, of the . many Converſations you had with 
Him about the ſaid Note, and the Occafion of it. 
You have teſtified his Affirmation of all theſe, upon 
your Oath, without any Word of doubt, or uncer- 
tainty, about them : and therefore, will be ready 


to ſupport what you have ſworn to, againſt any 
Cavils of his. 


His Account, according to your firf qo e to 


Interrogatories, upon Oath, goes on thus: 
„ Upon which the ſaid Biſhop adviſed Him to 
% drop his Appeal, and alſo his Claims upon the 


Dean (between whom there was an Intimacy and 


« Friendſhip ſubſiſting) on Account of certain 
„Notes given to Fournier by the Dean: And de- 
«* clared, if he would comply with his Requeſt, and 
„give him a Writing under his Hand not to 
* trouble him any farther with the Appeal, which 
« Fournieraccordingly gave, he would give him ſome 
“ Preferment; [or make ſome other Proviſion for 
Him and his Family.” This laſt particular, 
here put in Hooks, you did not mention at all, in 
your Depoſitions afterwards, in Chancery, in May 
1731. The Words of which I ſhall _ 
Cri 
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ſcribe, vig. “ That, when He, (Fournier) produced 
«* the Note to you firſt at Ipſwich, or at your own 
„ Houſe, at Aſpal, in or about the Year 1743, or 
« 1744.” [It was only 1743, in the former Depoſiti- 
on] “he then told you, it was ſigned by the Biſhop ; 
and that the Occaſion of his ſo ſigning, and giving 
„ it, was to tye himſelf under an Obligation to 


provide for Him by ſome Preferment.“ Here, I 


« ſay, you have not mentioned the Clauſe, Or, 10 
« make ſome other proviſion for him and his Family.” 
And therefore, I take it for granted you were now 
become ſenſible of your miſtake about the Time when 


Fournier charged Me with promiſing a Proviſion for 


his Family: which could not be at his firſt Application 
to Me; but was invented, above a Year after- 
wards, when his Wife was come to England, and had 
received a Requeſt from Me to ſee the Note. 

In this your ſecond Account of his Story, as far as 
it relates to the Occaſion of my giving Him this pro- 
miſſory Note, you ſay much the ſame that you did 
in your frſt,viz. That it was done, in conſideration 
of his having, at the Biſhop's requeſt or recom- 
« mendation, dropped, or given up, a Demand he 
* had upon the Dean of Ferſey; and alſo for drop- 
* ping a Proſecution he (Fournier) had commenced 
«© againſt a young Woman in Jerſey for diſturbing 
« him in the Exerciſe of his Duty and Function 
«© in the Church, in the Dean's Court there, in 
„ which the Dean had given Sentence, which he 
had appealed from to the Biſhop of Wincheſter, 
* in whoſe Juriſdiction Jerſey is; and not for the 
Payment of ſo much Money abſolutely.” 

But there is one Point in this Account, relating to 
his Appeal from the Sentence in Jerſey, ſo very diffe- 
rent from, and inconſiſtent with, your former Account; 
and therefore ſo ſhocking; that I muſt find a Place, 
before I end your trouble, to call this Procedure to a 
ſtrict Examination. I now only concern Myſelf 1 * 
the 
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the Particulars relating to the Note, and the Occa- 
ſion of it. 

1. He affirmed to you, in the firſt mentioned of 
theſe Accounts, that, at, or about, the time of 
his coming to me, which was May 31, 1740, he 
threatned me that he would apply to the Archbiſhop; 
ſof the Falſnood of which, I have already ſpoken :] 
-— That, «pon this, (viz. Threatning, ) I adviſed him 
ro drop his Appeal, &c. as above :— That he con- 
ſented to this Propoſal, and did afnally drop his 
Appeal, —and that he ſigned a Note, declaring he 
would trouble meno more about it. This is expreſſed 
alſo in your other Account of his Story upon your Oatb; 
vV1Z. that I made him a Promiſe of Preferment; and 
that I gave him the ſaid Note, as a Security for it; 
in Conſideration of his having dropped the ſaid Appeal, 
&c. at my Requeſt. Now, Sir, I pray you, obſerve 
that all this was affirmed to you to have paſſed about 
the time of his making his Complaint to Me, in our 
firſt Converſations upon the Subject of it; and 
that, upon his threatuing me with applying to 
the Archbiſhop, I adviſed or requeſted him, &c. all 
following cloſe in the Thread of his Story: and then 
pleaſe to conſider what follows. 

At this very time of his Appeal to me, I did 
indeed, for his own fake only, adviſe him, 
after I had juſt caſt my eyes over the Evidences he 
had put into my hands, to go back to his Duty; 
and not ſpend his time, in Proſecution of an 
Appeal, which did not appear to me, at firſt fight, 
to promiſe much. But I added that, if he ſtill deſired 
it, I was ready to give him my Judgment, after a 
more exact and careful Conſideration : which has 
been teſtified upon Oath by a Clergyman, who 
accompanied him to me. This very Fournier, Sir, 
immediately refuſed this Advice, and inſiſted upon 
having my Judgment; and agreed to have it in 
writing, from Farnham, whither I was then going. 
This allo has been teſtified by the fame FO: 

An 
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And he was ſo impatient for it, after I was gone to 
Farnham, that he demanded it of me, in a Letter 


dated July 12, 1740, ſtill to be ſeen ; and in another 


Letter dated July 19, which began with this violent 
Declaration, that, though it ſhould coſt him his Life, 
he would never ceaſe to demand it; or to that very 
effect. Behold this ſame Man, who told you, that 
he had at my requeſt dropped his Appeal in 1740, 
himſelf | teſtitying the contrary, in Letters now 
exiſting, viz. that he was, about and after the 
time named, ſo far from having dropped his Ap- 
peal, that he declared, he would die, rather than 
drop that ſame Appeal, as his Words plainly ſigni- 
fy. This is not all: for, in one of theſe ſame Leiters 
to Me, he goes on in a very high Tone; and even 
directs me what Sentence to give in the Caſe : parti- 
cularly aſſuring me that I had in my Poſleſſion all 
proper Extradis of the Proceedings below; and all 
his Evidences; and therefore, had no Pretenſe for 
delay ing to ſend him my Judgment. Accordingly, 
I ſent him ary Judgment, in a long Letter, dated 
July 26, 1740; now allo to be ſeen. 

After this followed a Courſe of Letters, from Him 
to Me, with my Letters in anſwer to them, {till to 
be ſeen : in which Way ſome Weeks were em- 
ployed, chiefly about Lis Appeal, and my Judgment 
upon it: to which, though deciſive, he made ſeve- 


ral Objections. So far was he from having dropped 


his Appeal, that, you ſee, it was purſued vigorouſly 
by him, till he had wzy Sentence upon it; and even 
after ſuch Sentence, alſo, as far as his Impertinence 
in debating about it, could be bor'n. Here then, 
you have a Demonſtration, never to be anſwered, 
of his iu and wicked Falſbocd and Deceit, when 
he told you, he had dropped, or given up his Appeal, 
at my Requeſt, at the Time named to Zou by Himſelf ; 
or indeed, at any Lime. 

Now, 
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Now, if all this be true, of which your own 
Eyes may ſatisfy you, if you pleaſe ; then it muſt 
be abſolutely falſe, what he told you, that he ever 
ſigned, at my Requeſt, ſuch a Note of Acquieſcence, 
as he pretends, which was a Promiſe of never trou- 
bling me any more with his Appeal, For, if 
he had ſigned ſuch Noze, it is impoſhble he 
ſhould have inſiſted upon my Judgment, in the 
Caſe of an Appeal, which he had, under his own 
hand, given up; and which therefore, did ot exiſt. 
And if I had received from him ſuch a Note, it is 
impoſſible that I could have troubled myſelf to 
ſend him my Judgment, in a Cauſe ſo given up by 
himſelf, as to make ſuch a Proceeding in Me, moſt 
r.Uiculous and abſurd, | 


2. In the ſame Account, he aſſured you alſo, that 


he did, at the ſame time, and at my Requeſt, drop 
his Proſecution of the young Woman, who diſturbed 


him in divine Service. Now, Sir, you need not be 


told that his Appeal to me, was that very and only 
Proſecution of the ſaid Gentiewoman, which he could 
poſſibly mean here. And, as I have given you un- 
deniable Proof that he did not, at the time he men- 
tions, nor at any Time, drop, or give up, his Appeal, 
but carried it on, as far as poſſible; it follows that 
this Affirmation muſt alſo be falſe: and that he 
only multiplied his Abuſes of your Ears, when he 
told you, that, at my Requef?, he dropped a 
Proſecution, which Proſecution was that very Cauſe, 
and the Subject of that very Appeal, which, it 
appears, he never dropped at all, either at fr/?, or 
afterwards. For indeed, it never was ended, or ſunk, 
but by my adhering to my Sentence, given upon his 
reſolute Continuance of his Appeal. | 
3. I go on to obſerve that, in your Account, 
he aſſured you that, at the ſame time, and at my 
Regueſt, he dropped his (pretended) Claim of Money 
due from the Dean of Jerſey, on Account of cer- 
tain 
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tain Notes given to him, by the ſaid Dean, &c. 
Here, again, you will ſee his wicked Falſhood. 
I will not inſiſt, to you, on my own ſolemn Tefimony 
in Court, viz. that, at that Time of his Appeal to 
me, and till about a Year after it, (when a 
Cauſe in the Common Pleas made it public) 
I did not know, nor ſo much as ſuſpect, nor ever 
had heard by common Report, that any ſuch Notes, 
or any ſuch Claim, did exiſt : and therefore, could 
not, at the Time named, requeſt him to drop a 
Claim, which I did not then know he ſo much as 


_ pretended to have upon the Dean, on Account of 


Notes, of which I had no Suſpicion. But, wav- 
ing my own Word, as of no Force with you, I 
will now ſhew you his groſs Abuſe of Jou, in this Part 


of the Story, from his own Hand-writing; and from 


his own publick Behaviour upon Record : which are 

Evidences too ſtrong for his Wickedneſs to elude, 
1. I appeal to his own Hand-writing. For the 

Note which, in this Story, was the Security for the 


Necompenſe he was to receive from Me, was, every 


Word of it over my Name, writ by Himſelf; and, 
what I particularly here remark, was dated by Him- 
felf, on Sept. 4, 1740. And this, Day of it's Date was 


about three Months after his firſt coming to 


Me; that is, according to his Tale, about three 
Months after that I had requeſted him to drop his 
Appeal; and promiſed him Preferment ; and ſent 
Him for the Note to ſecure it; and even ſigned the 
taid Note : for all this comes together, in his Story 
to you, crowded into the one particular Time of 
our Converſation, named by Him. This Date 
you could not but fee; having, as you ſwear, 
inſpected the Note ſeveral Times: and conſequently, 
you could not but ſee the Falſhood of his Tale, 
when he firſt told it you, unleſs you choſe wilfully 


to ſhut your Eyes; becauſe the very Date of the Note, 
which 


% 
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which you then ſaw, muſt have allured you that 
could not drop his Appeal. and his Claim, nor 7 ſ n. vie 
for a Note, and ſign it, as a Recompenſe for that 

Favour, in June 17403 Which very Note, upon 
the face of it, is dated in September following. But 
this is not all. 

2. His own public Behaviour, in a Court of 
Juſtice, is a Demonſtration that this Sry of his 
having, at my Requeſt, aropp:d his Claim upon 
the Deau of Jerſey, founded on the Notes be- 
fore ſpoken of, was an abſolute, wiltul, For— 
gery, for your Entertainment; and known by 
Himſelf to be fo, at the very time when he vented it. 
For you will obſerve that this Claim muſt have 
been dropped, according to his own Story, before 
Sept. 4, the Date of the Note: otherwiſe, the Note 
could not have been given by Me, as a Recrompen/e 
for his having dropped it; as the tame Sti attured 
vou, it was. Now 1t appears, beyond ail Contra- 
diction, from his own Ooth, taken by himfelt on 
November ©, 1740, betore an Officer of the Court of 
en Pleas, that he, on that day, made a Claim 

t Ore thouſand Pounds, in due Ke orm, upon the 
Dans with Intereſt; and grounded this Claim on 
theſe very pretended Notes over the Dean's 
Name. And it likewiſe appears, from public Evi- 
dences, that the Dean was actually arrefied for 
the ſaid pretended Debt, in May 1741, by Proceſs 
out of that ſame Court; and came up to Town, and 
upon Oath athrmed the ſaid four Notes to be the 
Forgeries of Fournier, and that the Cauſe went on 
ſo far, that the original four Notes were ordered into 
Courr. | 

You will particularly obſerve that All I have 
now ſaid about his Mirmations to You, that, ot my Re- 
gueſt, he dropped his Appeal to Me ; his Proſecution 
of the Gentlewomen , and his Money-Claims upon 
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the Dean of Jerſey; is built upon Evidence, which 
cannot deceive, or be ſuſpected. Letters to 
Me, of his own writing; Letters from me, an- 
ſwering exactly to them; Ore of thele dated July 
26, 1740, containing my. final Fudgment about his 
Appeal; which Appeal was his Proſecution of the 
abovelaid Gentlewoman : Theſe are ſtrict Demonſtrati- 
ons of the Falſhood of this Part of his Tale. For it 
is abſolutely impoſſible that He ſhould, at my Re- 
queſt, have dropped his Appeal, when he firſt came 
to me, at the beginning of 7#ze 1740, who in July 
afterwards, in the moſt furious Expreſſions, de- 
manded and infiited upon my Judgment about it; 
and received that 7udgment dated July 26, 1740: 
Or, that He, who had inſiſted upon my Judgment of 
his Appeal, and had received it, (which arc Circum- 
ances quite inconſiſtent with the Suppoſition of his 
having aropped it,) ſhould, on Sept. 4, 1740, re- 
ceive from Me a Note for 8, 800 /. in conſideration 
of his having dropped an Appeal at my Requeſt, 
which he had t dropped at all, either at ay Re- 
queſt, or on any other Account. 

And as to the Dean of Jerſey's Affair; Fournier”s 
own voluntary Oath of the Dean's Debt to him, 
two Months er the Date of the promiſſory Note, 
Sept. 4; the Dean's Arreſt, by Virtue of that 
Oath, in May following; the Cauſe opened, in due 
Form, on boch Sides; the Dean's Aniwer upon Oath 
given into Court; the original four Notes ordered 
into Court, above eight Months after the aforeſaid 
Date: Theſe are public, recorded, Demonſtrations 
that he had not, at my Regreſt, or on any other Ac- 
count, dropped theſe Money Claims upon the Dean 
of Jerſey, before, or on, the fourih of Sept. 1740. 
And trom hence it follows moſt certainly thar 
it is abſolutely impoſſible to be true, that he 
received from Me, on Sept. 4, 1740, a Note for 
8,800/, in conſideration of his having, a: my Re- 

quel, 
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queſt, drop'd his Money Demands upon the Dean, 
which he had not dropped then; nor about nine 
Months after the ſaid Day. 

What ought to ſink deeply into your Mind 1s, 
that thele Afi-mations of Fournier to you, are not 
only demonſtrably falſe; but might have been 
known to h, to be ſo, if you had thought any Eu- 
quiry becoming you, when he firſt entertained you 
with them, 

His Invention that there was then ſubſiſting 

an Intimacy and Friendſhip between the Dean 
of Ferſey and Myſelf, which he has wickedly ſworn 
to, in his Anſwer to my Bill, not being of any 
peculiar Concern to you; I ſhall at preſent paſs 
over the lilly Argument deſigned to be drawn from 
it: and go on to conſider ſuch Grcumſtances of the 
remaining part of his Ser to you, as may claim 
your particular Attention. 
Your Account of it goes on, © That, as a Se- 
curity for the Performance of tuch Promiſe, 
I offered to give him a Note, for ſuch a Sum as 
he would require; and appointed a Day when he 
ſhould attend me with a Nete, to be ſigned, — 
and he, being unacquainted with the Manner of 
« writing Promiſſory Notes, applied himſelf to a 
«* Friend or Acquaintance of his, to draw him a 
promiſſory Note, and at the Day appoiated car- 
ried the Note that had been drawn for the Pay- 
ment of $,800/. from me to him; which Note 
I refuſed to ſign, but delivered him Pen, Ink, 
and Paper, and deſired him to write a Note with 
his own hand, from the Draught which he had 
brought; which he accordingly did, and then I 
« fignedit.” Now, 

1. It appears that, in this Part of his Story, he 
thought at to be fit and proper for your Ears, 
which he judged afterwards to be too abſurd for him 
to put into his public Anſwer in Chancery: in which 
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he ſpeaks of the Note, being a Security; but wholly 
omits this pleaſant Circumſtance, which he ſeems to 
have reſerved as a Dainty ior your Ears alone, as 
far as I have ever heard; vg. that I not only offered 
to give him a Note, as a Sccurity for my Promiſe of 
Preferment ; but a Note for any Sum that lle him— 
ſelf would require, And did not your Ears feel un- 
ealy at ſuch an unuſual Tale? Or, had you ever be- 
fore heard of any Man in the World, (not an Idiot, 
or a Madman, ) who either offered of Himſelf, with- 
out being deſired; or ever conſented at the moſt car- 
neſt Deſire of another, to ſign and give to any Perſon, 
upon any Account, a Note for whatever ſum of Mo- 
ney that Perſon himſelf ſhould pleaſe to require ? 
Or, was no Abſurdity, no Affirmation of what 
was never before heard of, too groſs to be re- 
ceived againſt Me? 

i I might ſatcly leave this Iuvention to be conſuted 
4 by its own native Abſurdity only. But I cannot 
| jorbear the mention of two Particulars. In the 
Year 1745, a Gentleman at Ipſwich, wrote down 
a few Queſtions; to which Fournier, with his own 
i Hand, wrote Anſwers upon the lame Paper. One 
i of the Queſtions was, Did Ile (wiz. the Biſhop) | 
order the Sum mentioned, viz. in the Note ? The 
4 Anſwer, in Fournier's own Hand, is, Jes. And | 


| again, in his Ce Bill, in or about the Year 1751, | 
4 he affirms that ON vet, 4g 1740, 1 crdered him 40 

| go to. his Attorney to draw e prepare a Note for | | 
| 8,800 J. payable to him in three Months, &c. Let ; 
i him, therefore, be himſelf my Witneſs; and let both | _ 
| theſe Ajfrmations of His (unaccompanied, as they : 
ö were, with the leaſt Hint of my having left the Su ! 
9 at ail to Him) be eſtcemed, as they ought to be, 
if Dis own Contutations of His exon able. c 
| 2, I muſt particularly take notice of the Reaſon : 
| 
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de was himſelf unacquainted with the manner of <wwri- 
ting promiſſory Notes. Now, as you muſt have ſeen the 
Dean of Jerſey's four Notes, as well as my Note, fo 
called, you could not but know at the very time of his 
telling you this Falſnvod, that he had unhappily, 
long before this, given a notorious Demonſtration 
that he was not at all anacquainied with wriline pro- 
miſſory Notes; and particularly, that he well under- 
ſtood that a Note for Security ol a Promiſe, ought to 
have that Promiſe expreſs'd in it. For You ſaw, 
with your own eyes, four Notes writ by Fearnier in 
French, over the Dean of Jerſey's Name; and there- 
fore, you mult have ſeen that, by the #7/ of 
theſe Notes, which was dated May 25, 1734, ſeve- 
ral Years before the Nite over my Name was in 
his Brain, he made the Dean promiſe him a Pariſb, 
OR a thouſand Pounds: which is a Demonſtration that 
he was well apprized that a Note for Security of 4 
promiſed Preferment, mult have this expreſſed in it. 
In the /econd of theie Notes, dated Dec. 29, 1739, 
You found, he had made the Dean to own his Ina- 
bility to give Him a Peri, and upon this, to pro- 
miſe the Payment of the vor ford Pounds, This, 


again, is a Proof of the very lame thing, gr. that 


he knew very well, long before 1740, that the way 
to make this ſecond Note a Meoney- Note, was to throw 
out of it the Promiſe of that Par, or Benefice, for 


which the firſt Note was a Security in cx cpre ſs Words. 


And this Security for Preſermeut, he could as eaſily 
have explained to his A:torney, to be Rota in ro the Nele 
over my Name, as he did-the Co s of the Nete, 
as it now ſtands, I give you this, as a Demonſtra— 
tion, that, at the time named, he was not mnogrudtit« 
ea with the affair of Note-making; nor Þ articularly 
with that Branch of it, relating to a N given as a 
Security for ſomething elie : and therefore, that in 


is he told you what he knew to be talle. 
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3. In his Tale to you, in 1743, or 44, he ſays alſo, 
that I appointed him a Day to attend me with the 
&« Note, and that he came on that Day and brought it.” 
But afterwards, in his Croſs Bill in Chancery againſt 
Me, in or about 1751, he himſelf affirms that on 
Sept. 4, when, he ſays, I ſent him for the Draught, 
I waited for him till eleven Clock, when he returned 
with the Note that ſame Morning: which, tho' 
falſe, you muſt own to be a moſt effectual Declarati- 
on trom himſelf that * I did xot appoint him a 
« Day to attend me with the Note.” For, it he 
went that very Morning to Mr. Ruſſel in Soho, 
who prepared à Draught of ſuch Note, and returned 
therewith to Me, about eleven of the Clock the fame 
Morning, as his Croſs Bill affirms; then is it impoſſi- 
ble to be true, that I appointed him a Day to bring 
mne ſuch Note, becauſe this muſt mean anther Day, 
different from that on which, according to his Story 
to You, I had made him this Offer. Thus does He 
himſelt continually furniſh Me, with Confutations of 
his own Falſpocds. 

4. His Story acquainted you farther, “ That I 
e refuſed to ſign the Note (viz. which he brought 
from his Attorney) “ but defired him with his own 
«© Hand to write a Note from this Draught, which 
«© he did.“ J his Part of his Tale, you muſt have 
ſeen, was moſt evidently deſigned as a Reaſon, or 
Excuſe, for his writing the Note over my Name with 
his en Hand; and leaving that Argument for S/ 
Picion upon it, But I don't find, he had the Aſſu— 
rance to tel] you that I was unable Myſelf to write 
a promiſſery Note, as a Security for a Promiſe which 
he pretencs I had made him. And methinks, this 
alone migat have made you ſtrongly to ſuſpect the 

7oneſty of the Man, that, if this Promiſe of Preferment 
ha been true, I ſhould, by choice, have writ the Note 
myſelf, in order to have it exactly to my own Mind; 
4 | and 
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and ſufficiently plain for what, He told you, 
was my declared Purpoſe, v7zZ. the Security only of my 
Perforinance of the ſaid Promiſe. Nor did He him- 
ſelf, in his own Tale to You, pretend to give one 
Reaſon why I did not write it myſelf. I will only add 
that, if I had been ſo weak as to offer him ſucha Vote; 
and, according to his ridiculous Invention, had re- 
ſolved it ſhould appear in his Hand-writing ; I could 
eaſily have writ one myſelf, which he could have 
copied full as well as That of his Attorney. 

5. But He aifirmed to you allo, ey which 
may be ſaid to be more wonderful: viz, That, 
when he brought me this Vote, at the Wan of my 
pretended Appointment ; and, conſequently, when I 
jaw it with my own Eyes to be free from every 
Mark of any Condition ; and without any mention 
of that Security, for which alone, (his own Story 
tells,) I offered and ordered it; and when, inſtead 
of this, I found it framed in the exact Form of an 
abſolute Money-Nete, for ſo vaſt a Sum as 8, 8004. 
and this, (whether any Living ſhould become va- 
cant, or not,) to be paid, in three Months time, for 
Value received, the ſtrongeſt of all Conſiderations : 
That, I ſay, I was not at all ſtartled at ſuch a total 
Alteration of what, He himſelf ſays, was my De- 
ſign in the offer of it; but, without taking the leaſt 
Notice of fo amazing an Appearance, immediately 
deſired him to tranſcribe it; and then ſigned it, 
with as much eaſe, as if I had taken a pleaſure in 
ſigning ro my own Ruine, and that of my Fa- 
mily. 

And now, if I conld add any thing ſtill more 
wonderful than what I have already produced, it 
ſhould be, That you, Sir, could fit with Patience, 
through ſo many Weeks and Months, under the 
Diſcipline of ſuch a Tongue; and ſwallow all the Non- 
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ſenſe and Abſurditie:, that the Owner of it could invent 


and dictate to you, not only without one proper Enqui- 
ry; but without one SHrug of Reiuctance, as far as ap- 
pears: nay, That, after all this Heap of Incredibles 
Hach been vented upon you, in 17423, and 1744, this 
ſame works and ſillieſt, of Story-tellers, was not only 
honaured by your Countenance, but even by Fre- 
ferment, procured for him by you from others, or 
given by yourſelf, about the Tear 1745. 

Having thus put together the foregoing Porticu- 
lars, I will now, before | leave You, recommend it to 
you, to take a Review of your whole Behaviour, 
with regard to Fcarnier, from the Day of your firſt 
meeting him in Suffolk, 

. In this Review, you will call to your Re- 
membrance, that, in the Year 1742, Fournier came 
down, with his Family, ſrom London to Ipſwich, 
under a total diſguiſe of Name, Habit, and Pro- 
Hon: which you i could not but know, becauſe it 
was a public matter, advertiſed by Himſelt, under 
the Name of 7 n Brgquer, in the Ip/wich Journal, 
And you have yourſelt acknowleaged that, when you 
had an opportunity of ſeeing Him, you found him 
to be the fame Man, whom you once knew, under 
the Nane of Fournier, officiating as a Miniſter i in 
Jerſey. Jheſe are « Zircumſtances, one would think, un- 
common enough to have alarmed you into a ſerious 

nought, that ſome farther E Enquiry about him would 
be proper. But you choſe rather, without any ſuch 
Ceremony, to renew your Atamiance with him 
in 1743, or 1744, and to receive trow Him alone, 
thoſe foocking Stories about Ilimſelf and Others, 
which I have now tranſcribed from your own Depo- 
tions. And, as thoſe Series, received as ſrue, 
muſt make Me, (not to mention any others,) in 
your Account, one of the vileſt and wickedeſt of 
Men 
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Men, who had wilfully refuſed him common 
Juſtice, and denied to give or pay Him what was 
in ſtrictneſs his due; ſtop a little and aſk your own 
heart, Whether, ſince you reſolved, as it appears, to 
:ncereſt yourſelf in his Affair, which was inſepara— 
ble from that of Orbers, it was not your Duty as a 
Chriſtian, and becoming you as a Gentleman, to 
have acquainted Me with what ſo deeply concerned 
e; and to have heard, once at leaſt, what I had 
to ſay, before you had formed your Reſolutions 
about this Man. What Advantage this might at firſt 
have been, you may now ſee from what I have laid 
balfore you, about his earlieſt Stories, particularly 
thoſe of his having appealed to my conſiſtorial Court; 
and having drop'd his Cauſe, and his Money- De- 
mands upon the Dean of Jerſey, at my Requeſt ; 
and the like. Theſe, it appears, could then have 
been demonſtrated to be Falſe, fo plainly, that you 
yourſelf mutt have been convinced at firſt of his 
being a wilfull Inventor of Falſhoods : and all that 
followed, would have been effectually prevented. 
Vor, I ſuppole, I may be allowed to conclude that, 
if he had been diſcovered to you, to be the In- 
wentor of many Falſhoods, or even of Ore; you 
would not have behaved yourſelf towards Him, as 
his Encourager, or Protector. But you, Sir, with- 
out regard to Me, your Neighbour; or to Vourſelf, 
who was to anſwer for your own Conduct in ſo 
critical an Affair; wilfully and reſolutely kept off all 
ſuch Ditcoveries as might interrupt your quiet Atten- 
tion to Fournier alone, relating his own Innocence, 
and the Guilt of others, 

I. That you gave your Aſſent, as well as Alen— 
tion, to thele Stories of His, your Conduct has de- 
monſtrated. For, as you proceed in your Review 
of yourleli, you will find that, after his Budget of 
Tales had been emptied upon you in the two 
Years 1743, and 1744, you were ſo far from 
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dropping or diſcouraging the Man, that you not only 
perſiſted in giving him the public Encouragement 
of your Countenance, but thought him worthy of 
being employed in ſacred Offices, i in the Church. For 
you procured him a Vicgrage to be held by him for 
a ſhort time; and gave him the perpetual Curacy of 
your Chapel at Aſpal. And theſe, tho? fmall in 
Profit, were as ſtrong public Proots of your be- 
lieving his Tales, and encouraging him in them, as 
if they had been of the higheſt Value. Now, Sir, 
ſtop again, and aſk your own Heart, whether any 
Chriſtian, conſiſtentliy with the Rules of his Religt- 
on, can poſſibly permit himſelf to have any part in 
placing a Perſon in the Station of a Preacher of the 
Goſpel, whom he knows, at the ſame time, to be 
thought by ſome, and ſtrongly ſuſpected by many 
others, to be an [7;zhwayman : and then aſk, whe- 
ther you. Sir, did not place one in the exerciſe of that 
ſacred Office, whom you knew to be accounted by 
Perſons not unworthy of all Credit, much worſe than 
an Highwayman; and of much worle conſequence to 
human Society? 

You will have but a ſlender Excuſe to make from 
your not actually knowing the Perſon's Guilt ; 
when this proceeded from your own Reſolution not 
to make one proper Enquiry of any one proper 
Perſon; but to acquieſce in the Afirmations, and 
nothing but the Afirmations, of a Man, of all in 
the World, the moſt improper to be truſted in this 
Caſe, becaule it was his 6wn. You have acted 
thus. You contented yourſelf with enquiring of 
the Man himſelf, whether he was a Forger of Mo- 
ney- Notes, or not: and, he having aſſured you that 
he was perfectly innocent of a Crime which no one 
dares to own for fear of the Penalty, you believed 
Him, upon his own bare Word; even againſt all Pro- 
bability. Nay, you preferred this Man in the Church, 
whom you knew, at the ſame time, to be ſpoken 
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of, by a Biſhop of the ſame Church, as a Forger of a 
Note for a large Sum of Money over his Name; with- 
out one Word to that Biſbep, about him. And, 
whether you are not as truly anſwerable to Gop, tor 
acting in ſuch a manner, without one proper En- 
quiry which might have led you to the Knowledge 
of his Guilt, as if you had done it againſt your actual 
Knowledge of it; I leave you to judge. 

III. But this is not all I have to offer upon 
your Conduct in thus regarding this Man, in 
1745. For here I muſt put you in mind of what I 
declared above to deſerve a ſtricter Conſideration 
diz. that before you thus publickly ſhewed your 
Regard to this Man, you had been an Ear-witneſs 
to two contradiftory Stories, which he told you about 
his Appeal from the Court at Jerſey, And theſe 
alone, affirmed to Zou by Himſelf, ought to have 
ſtartled you into an Opinion of his Guilt ; and there- 
fore, make your Faverr to him the more inex- 
cuſable. In your firſt Depoſitions at Ipſwich, you 
{wear that Fournier's Account was, that he appealed 
from the Dean's Sentence in Fer/ey, to the Biſhop's 
Confiſtorial Court; and, upon Delays made there, 
applied to the Biſhop perſonally, in order to com- 
plain of ſuch Delays, and to demand his Iiterpolſi- 
tion for a ſpeedy Redreſs. In your ſecond Depaſi- 
tions ſoon after, at London, when you were called 
on his part, you do not ſo much as mention his 
Appeal to the Biſhop's Conjitorial Court; nor utter 
a Word, as far as I can judge, to lead Us to think 
you had ever heard of ſuch a Thing. On the con- 
trary, you ſwear his Account to have been that he 
appealed, from the Dean's Sentence, to the Biſhop 
himſelf ; without the leaſt Hint of any intermediate 
Step into a Cor/eforial Court, or any Ap lication 
from thence to the Biſhop, on Account of Delays. 
Here, therefore, appears a molt remarkable Con- 
tradition between the Accounts he gave you of 
his 
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his Appeal. And upon this, it may juſtly be aſxed, 


whether it was agrecable to Reaſon and Juſtice 
for you to go on to countenance a Man, and 
favour him with Preferment, trom whole own mouth 
you had heard two inconſiſtent Stories about his own 
Conduct, in one and the fame Appeal; and theſe 
Stories ſo well attended to, and underſtood, by You, 
that you have, ſeveral Years aiterwards, {worn to 
the Particulars of both of them, as bis 6wn Accounts. 
What it was that Induced you, when you were called 
to give Teſtimony in 4 Court of Fudicature, upon 
Oath, on his part, to vary ſo much irom the whole 
Phraſe, and Senſe, of your former Depoſitions; 
and to make no more mention of his huving ap- 
pealed to my Conſiſtorial Court, than it you had ne- 
ver heard him fay one word to that Purpoſe, I will 
not allow my ſelt to gucis. It you know; you may 
be your own Judge, "what to think of yourſelf, and 
your own Conduct. What followed aiter the Lear 
1745, I muſt now remark, and you conſider. 

IV. Providence itſelf feemed ſtill to throw Cen- 
viction in your Way, whether you would ſcek it, 
or not. In the Year 1747, Fournier himſelf brought 
you a Paper, writ with his own Hand, of which 
I have betore, i in p. 29—33, given a very particular 
Account: and which I will now conſider as his 
own Warning to you, of his on Wickedneſs. And 
in this view, I do not at all aggravate the Matter, 
when I ſuppole him, at the time of his ge yr 


ing it to you, to ſpeak to you thus: “ Sir, 


% you may remember that, in our Converſations in 
“% 1743, and 44, I affirmed to you that the Ve- 
« miſſory Note for 8, 8oo l. was given me by the 
& Bijhop of I/inchejler, only as a Security for Preler- 
& ment; and not for the Payment ol ſo much Money 
e abſolutely. But lam now come to give you, in 


Writing, a quite different Account, which I 


& affirm to you molt ſeriouſly to be the very Truth 
« of 


CI EMU ENT CHEVALLIE R, ES. br 


* of the Matter: viz. That the faid Note was not 
« Aeſigried to tie the Biſhop to give me Preferment 
« but for the Payment of the Money mentioned 
« in it: in proof of which I atfirm that he paid me 
« foe Guineos in part of the 8,800/. which were to 
e be allowed him, upon Payment of the reſt.” 
This is as plainly the purport of his Paper, as if he 
had ſpoken theſe very Words: and that Paper 
itſelf was as truly an Alarm to you, and a Demon- 
ſtration of your Vriend's being a Cheat, as if ſuch a 
Speech had accompanied his Delivery of it to you. 
For you knew that he had before declared to you, 
by Word of Mouth, that the Nete for 8,%00/. 
was uc defignced for the Payment of fo much Money 
to lim. And you ſaw with your own Eyes, that 
he effectually affirmed, in this Paper, that the 
ſame Note cas defgned for the abſolute Payment of 
the Sum mentioned im it. 

I know not whether you are in the Commiſſion of 
the Peace, in Suffolk, or not. But you cannot but 
know thar, in the Caſe of a Man brought before 
Thoſe who are fo, with only 2 Ser $9007 found upon 
Him, when he is aſked, how he came by it, if he 
tells two different Stories about it; ſuppoſe, firſt, 
that it was given him, as a Security for five Shillings ; 
and then, that it was given him abſolutely for its own 
Value, and not as a Security; He will be committed: 
this Contradiction being juſtly thought a Proof of his 
not coming by it honeſtly. But you, Sir, have a 
Man before you, upon whom a ole for 8,800 l. 
is found. You aſk him an Account of ſo ſtrange an 
Appearance. And having received, from himſelf, 
the two aforeſaid Accounts of this Note, abſolutely 
inconſiſtent wirh one another, you are no more moved 
with this Demonſtration of his Gilt, as far as 
appears, than if he had never furniſhed you with it. 

When you had received this written Account from 


his Hands, you inſerted a Copy of it in a Letter to me, 
Without 
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without a Word of the leaſt Suſpicion of his Guilt, 
on your part; or of any contrary Account that Four- 
nier had ever given you before. And I therefore, 
could not but receive it as the e only Account, 
which he had given to you yourſelf, of the Note. For 
I did not then know, nor indeed afterwards, till your 
Depeſitions in 1750, and 51, what his former Account 
to you yourſelf had been in the Years 1743 and 44. 

V. In my Anſwer to your Letter, Dec. 17, 1747, 
I firſt give you my Aflurance of the Fa/ſhood of his 
written Account; and then add a ſtrong Caution 
againſt your Belief of his Stories: after "which, I 
deſire to know whether it will be as agreeable to you 
to hear on y Side, as on His. Not receiving any 
Anſwer, 1 wrote again, Feb. 23, 1747-8, offering 
you all poſſible Information; begging you to fer 
me know thoſe particular Reaſons which you had 
to favour this Man, that you might hear my An- 
fwers to them. I added, if you choſe rather to 
deſire any Clergyman, or other Friend, in London, to 
come to Me, and talk the Matter over; I would 
lay before him, with all Freedom, what he might 
repreſent to you, with his own Opinion about the 
principal Point: Or, if you liked better, to deſire 
any worthy Clergyman, or Gentleman of the Law, 
in your Neighbourhood, to convey your Thoughts 
or Reaſons to me, I would moſt readily and ſeri- 
ouſly enter into ſuch a Correſpondence, before any 
more public Notice was taken of the Affair: de- 
claring again, at laſt, my Willingneſs, thro' any ſuch 
hands, or in any other Method you ſhould chuſe, to 
give you the belt Information, &c. This was the De- 
ſign, and Subſtance, of my Leiter here mentioned. 

In your Anſwer, dated March 18, 1747-8, All 
my Offers were abſolutely rejected for the following 
Reaſons. | 

« 1, J had ſaid, in a Letter to you, that I thought 
« myſelf obliged to lay the whole before the TY 
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© of the Dioceſe: and therefore, you excuſed your- 
« ſelf from what I offered tor your own particular 
« Satisfaction.” As J cannot poſſibly ſee the leaſt 
Connexion between my acquainting you that J intend- 
ed to lay the Ca/e before the b:/bop of the Dioceſe z 
and your refuſing to hear whati had to ſay, for your 
Information, in an affair, in Which you had already 
intereſted yourſelf ſo far, as to liſten to all that 
Fournier's Invention and Aſſurance could entertain 
you with: I can make no other anſwer to this, than 
that it only ſeems deſigned to ſhew your ſettled 
Reſolution to ſhut your Ears againſt all ſuch Evi- 
dence, as might poſſibly awaken you to any ſort of 
Repentance tor your precipitate Favours to this 
Man. 

& 2, You had now little hope of accommodat- 
ce ing the Matter; and therefore, did not chuſe to 
& hear what I had to ſay, &c.” Another excellent 
Reaſon! when the Point to you, was not, whether 
the Matter could, or ſhould, be accommodated; 
but wherher you could, with a ſafe Conſcience, go 
on to give your Countenance to a Man, without 10 
much as hearing what was abſolutely neceſſary to he 
heard, betore you could determine whether the 
Man deſerved your Favour, or your Abbyrrence. 

3. You then intimate that you had not been ſo 
careleſs and &rg#ardes, as I ſeemed to think; and 
add that, as to your being his Patron, you have 
79 Reaſon at preſent, from is Behaviour, ſince be 
came iiito your Neigobourhood, to repent of the little 
Services you had done him, Sc. And you alledge 
his having ſhewn himſelf an honeſt Aan, when ſcem- 
ingly he had great Zemptations to the contrary: in 
proof of which you tell me the Sry of his re/igning 
a Benefice, according to his Promiſe, which he might 
have kept, if he would have broke his word: of 
which Argument I have already, in p. 12, 13, ſaid 
enough. Upon all this, I now oblerve, 

1. Lou 
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1. You frſt give a Man Preferment in the Church, 

without one proper previous Enquiry about the 

only Wickedneſs laid to his Charge; and then ju/?ify 

this Conduct by appealing to that good Behaviour of 

His, which was after this Favour of yours. And 

to what good Behaviour? Why, his good Behaviour 

in another Matter, of no kind of Reiation to the 

Crime with which alone He was charged. Tins 

is juſt as if you ſhould ſay of one accuſed of being 

an Higbwayman, I have indeed openly protected 

“ him; and find no reaſon to repent of it, becauſe he 

& has (ſince this) acted, in another Cale, as an honeſt 

«« Man would have done; Or, becauſe he has payed 

e the Tradeſmen in his Neighbourhood, with whom 

& he deals, what is due to them.” 

2. As you ſay here ablolutely that you hate 79 
Reaſon to repent, I muſt conclude, that, according 
to your Eſtimation, his having given to you your- 1. 
felt, in 1743, or 44, two different and contradiclo- 
ry Accounts of his Appeal from the Sentence of the 
Court of Jerſey, was no {teaſer againſt your prefer- 
ring him in 1745, nor for your repenting afterwards 
that you did ſo. 

3. Nay, it ſeems, your having received from his 
own Hands in 1747, a »ri/ten Account of the pro- 
miſſory Note, abſolutely inconſiſtent with the Ac- 
count he gave you in 1743-4, is no Argument to 
you, why you ſhould repent of your having pre- 
fer'd in 1745, a Man who, out of his own ſelf. con- 
tadicting Mouth, proved himſelf to you a Cheer, 
and a Deceiver. This, indeed, ſeems to me inconſiſt⸗ 
ent with all Chriſtian Morality, And what Excuſe to 
frame, I know not: Your own Oath having bor'n 
Teſtimony that it was to yourlelt he gave 49h theſe 
Accounts of the Note, before you wrote this Letter 
to Me, in 1747. For nothing can be plainer to me, 
| than this, that You yourlelt, having received from 
1 his own Mauth and Pen, theſe Seli-Contradictions, 
1 had 
, 


% _ 7 I: tn. Sow. ac. ae. ee. 7 a Ä 


CLEMENT CHEVALLIER, Eg. 65 


had found abundant Reaſon to repent of your prefer- 
ing this Man, from theie /z/tances of his Behavicur, 
to which you yourſelf were witnels, at the very time 
when you thus declared you 42d found none, But J 
mult add, 

4. That, at the End of this ſame Letter to me, 
your Expreſſion is a little varied, when you ſay, 
« His Behaviour ſince he has been in this Country, 
« (ſetting aſide the Afair with your Lordfhip) has 
« been, in my thoughts, unblemiſhed.“ By ene 
aſide this Affair I will not be fo unjuſt as to ſuppoſe 
you to mean to except it, as acknowledging 
him guilty of the Crime, or Wickedneſs, aid 
to his Charge: Becauſe then you would not 
have declared yourſelf to have gu, no Reaſon to 
repent. As it ſtands here, I think, it can mean 
Nothing, but the laying that Affair quite out of 
the Queſtion about the Merits of his Behaviour; 
and not taking it at all into your Conſideration. 
And thus underſtood, give me leave to ſay, No- 
thing can be more unworthy of you than to ſpeak 
of ſetting afide this Affair, at a time when you 
knew I had taxed him with one certain great Crime, 
and had offered to give you the Evidences of it ; ; 
and when you yourſelf were declaring your Judg- 
ment about his deſerving what you had procured 
for him in the Church. Far in this Caſe particu— 
larly, the ſetting a/ide his Affair with me, 1s ſelting 
aſide an Affair, without which you could not judge 
whether you ought to repent of your Conduct, or 
not. It is the laying out of your Conſideration, 
what it was your Duty, in the Q»2/#:02 before you, 
to conſider more than any other Part of his whole 
Behaviour. It is, indeed, the ſetting afide the 
main, nay the only, Matter Jaid to his Charge. 
He was not accuſed of breaking his Word, or 
of being falſe to his Truſt, in the Beneſice he 
held; of Drunkeaneſs, or the like ſnmorality ; 

but 
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but of a moſt wicked Fraud, not leſs than the 
Contrivance of a Note for 8, 800 J. And, after pre- 
ferring this Man, and refuſing to hear what | of- 
fered againſt him, you wipe your Mouth, and ſay, 
I beg leave not to trouble myſelf with this Affair, 
whether true or falſe: For, ſetting this afide, the 
Man, for ought I know, has behaved unblameably, 
This way of Talking deſerves more ſevere Words 
than I care to give it. | 

But before I quit this Subject, I muſt obſerve that 

you come too late with this ſetting aide Fournier's 
Affair with me. For you had long before this en- 
ter'd into this Man's Cauſe, which was his affair 
with Me; liſten'd to his Stories; and actually 
judged, in his Favour, that he came honeſtly by 
this Note; and, was an injured Man, For other- 
wiſe, how could your Conſcience have ſuffer'd you 
to have procured him a Living, and a Curacy, after 
hearing his Tale? or afterwards to declare that you 
had found no Reaſon to repent of your having ſo 
done? How muſt it appear therefore, for you 
to talk of ſelting aſide his Affair with me, after you 
had ſo notoriouſly paſs'd your Judgment about it, 
by your public Regard to him ? To proceed, 

VI. In the Year 1749, ſome Months after Four- 
nier had put. his Anſwer into Chancery upon his 
Oath, I was reſolved once more to try whether the 
plaineſt Evidence of Guilt, out of his own Mouth, 
might not be of force to convince you of it. And 
accordingly, on O#. 7, 1749, I wrote to you thus: 
I ſuppoſe he has long ago ſhewn you his Anſwer 

% to my Bill in Chancery. If not, I will, with your 
leave, fend you a true Copy of it. Then you will 
% ſce whether his Account of the promiſſory Note, 


«© upon Oath, be the ſame which he has always 


A 


* when you favoured me with an Anſwer, Dec. , 


1747.“ [N. B. I ſaid always, becauſe I did not 
| then 


given you; and particularly, That he gave you, 
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then know that he had been ſo infatuated in his 
Wickedneſs, as to give you yourſelt any Account 
of the Note, contrary to his written one in 1747. ] 
Could I have done any thing more kind, or more 
effectual to convince you that the Account of the 
Note, in his Anſwer upon Oath, was quite different 
from his written one in 1747, and abſolutely in- 
conſiſtent with it; which muſt at the ſame time 
have convinced you of his Guilt in the Affair of 
that Note? But all was invain; as appeared evi- 
dently from your Anſwer, Oct. 13, 1749, in which, 
after a ſort of Acknowledgment of the Favour of 
my Offer, you give me this Account of yourſelf : 
% have had very little Experience in any Affair 

of Importance, and therefore am very unfit to 
have a Caſe ſtated to me of 1o intricate a Nature 
that I have heard Men, of far better Education 
and Learning than I have, ſay that they were at 
a Loſs what to ſay about it, and that it is one of 
the moſt extraordinary Caſes that they ever 
« heard of.” This is the Excuſe you make for 
your Refuſal of my laſt Offer. To which ſuffer 
me to ſay a Word. 

I. If you had really ſuch an Opinion of your 
own Unfitneſs to have the Caſe ſlated to You by Me, 
and on my part; how came you to think fo well of 
your Fitneſs to hear the Caſe on his Part, ſtated to 
You; and even to judge Him to be worthy of your 
Patronage: which you could not have done, 
without firſt judging him to be an innocent, injured, 
Man? Was your Fitneſs juſt great enough for his 
Side of the Queſtion only; and too little tor any one 
Fact, or Evidence of a Fact, on the other 2 For In- 
ſtance; After your receiving the ridiculous Affir- 
mation in his firſt Account, that. at my Regteſt, he 
had given up his Mozey-Demayds upon the Dean of 
Jerſey, which were for about 1300/7; was You un- 
tit, or unable, to underſtand a few Words of his 
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own to the contrary, which I could then have pro- 
duced, as J have now: Or, to ſee that his Proceed- 
s in a public Court of Juice, n er to cover 
this Money, were Proofs, that he had never given 
up theſe Demands at all; and therefore, Had affirm- 
ed to you what was falſe ? 

2. How evo/ive an Anſwor 10 iy Offer muſt this 
appear, when the eager 1s told, that there was not 
a ſingle word in it, of fating any Caſe to Jou; but 
ſolely an Offer to ſend You a Copy of Fournier's An- 
fewer to my Bill, if you had not already ſeen it, 
that you might be convinced by your own Eye: ſight, 
that he was wicked enough to give you one AC- 
count of the Note, as Truth, in 1747; and, in 
1749, to ſwear to another directly contradictory to 
it? But, 

3. If the Truth was, that you had, before this 
Offer of mine, ſeen, or been informed of, the Con- 
tents of his Anſwer in Chancery (which is too evi- 
dent to be denicd from what I have already ſaid, 


P. 38, 39, ) and conſequently, that you knew his 


Account of the Note given in it, upon Oath, to 
be a direct Contradiction to the whole Tenor of that 
Account which he had delivered to you in 1747 3 
you ought to have honeſtly acknowledged it to me, 


and alſo, what was unavoidable, your full Conviction 


of his Guilt. 

| will lay but one Word more upon this Subject, 
Viz. That I truly believe you are the firſ# Man in 
the World, who ever made the Intricacy of a Caſe, 
in which he had in earneſt concerned himſelf, an 
Argument againſt all tarther formation. 

VII. I mutt now mention what followed, when 
you were called to anſwer to /zterrogatories, upon 
Oath, in the Cauſe. | 

In your Depe/iticns, at Londen, in 1751, ſome 
years after you had received from Fournier's 
own Hands his ſecond Account of the Note in Mrit- 
ing, 
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ing, you ſwear that you ** can depoſe nothing about 
the ſigning or ſubſcribing of it, ſave what you was in- 
formed by the Defendant Fournier] when he produced 
it firſt to you at Ipſwich, or at your Houſe at Aſpal, 
in or about the Year 1743, or 1744, to the beſt of 
your Remembrance as to the Time; who then told you 
that it was ſigned by Me, and that the Occaſion of my 
ſo ſigning and giving it was to tie myſelf under an Ob- 
ligation to the Defendant [Fournier] to provide for him 
by ſome Preferment, in Conſideration of, &c. and not 
for the Payment of ſo much Money abſolutely.“ [The 
particular Conſiderations here mentioned by you, 
may be ſeen, p. 44.] Theſe are your own Words, 
in which you declare upon your Oath that, in 
1743, Or 1744, He told you that the Note was 
given him by me, as a Security for Preferment; and, 
That it was ot given for the Payment of the Mone 
abſolutely: and alſo ſwear That you can depoſe no- 
thing about the ſigning er ſubſcribing of it, ſave 
what he told you in the Year 1743, or 1744, vix. 
the Particulars aforeſaid, that I ſigned it for the pur- 
pole of Hing myſelf to give him Preferment, and 
zot for Payment of the Money. 

There is ſomething, ſo ſhocking in is, that it is 
very hard to know what to ſay to it. I am far from 
pretending to ſearch into your heart; or, to take from 
you any one of thoſe A!/owances and Alleviations, 
which the great Knower of Hearts may judge proper. 
I will not call this the very Crime of Perjury. Bur ! 
will call it a ſwearing to what is Fee,; and, as it ap- 
pears to me, what you knew to be ſo, For, how arro- 
gant ſoever it may ſound, I take upon me to affirm that 
you could, at the very Time of your appearing as 
a Witneſs in May 1751, have depoſed, that the 
ſame Fournier had told you another, and a quite con- 
trary Story; nay, that he had writ down, and delt- 
vered into your own Elancs, this ſecond Acccunt of 
the ſame Note, with a warm Aſſeveration of its 
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for the Payment of the Money named in it, without 
the leaſt mention of Security for Preſerment; That I 
did this in Recompenſe for his Acquieſcence; and that 
I had paid Him five Guincas, as Part of my Debt 
to Him, of which the ret was to be paid. His own 
Words are uncapable of any other Meaning. And 
from hence it appears plainly, that you could have 
depoſed in 1751, that he gave you this ſecond Account 
of the Note in 1747. full as well as you then depoſed 
that He gave you the firſt Account, in 1743 and 44: 
and conſequently, that you have /worn that you coulda 
not do, what you knew, you could do, if you pleaſed, 

This you muſt allow, unleſs you will affirm that 
your Memory of fo remarkable an Event was taken 
from you at the Moment before your deep that 
you could depoſe nothing farther. For You know that in 


Janas, not four Months before this, you had ſworn 


at Tpfevich, that the original Letter from J to Me, 
mark'd Z, contained that ſecond Account, which he 
and his Wife gave you in 1747; and that you 
tranſcribed it from his own Hand-writing. And, 
what is ſtill more, You know that, in May 
1751, at the very Time when you ſwore you 
could depoſe Nothing upon the Subject, ſave what 
be told you in 174.3, Or 44, Youbtought with you, and 
delivered, or read, to the Examiner, a Copy of this 
very Letter Z, containing this fame ſecond Account 
of the Nele. Whether this alone will not ſufficiently 
prove that your Memory was not in Fault at the very 
Jime of this Depe/itzoz ; but that you had then in 
your Remembrance this ſecond Account of the Note; 
and therefore, that von hen knew you could have 
depoſed ſomething more, when you ſware you could 
uot; Every one will judge as he thinks right. 

I am witling to acquit you of any Deſign of totally 
ſuppreſing Feurnier's ſecond Account given to you, 
ol the Note: bęcauſe you knew it to be impoſſible; 
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as I had in my Poſſeſſion your own original Letter, 
which contained 1t; and as you had before this ſworn 
to the ſaid Letter, as containing it. You alſo deli- 
vered a Copy of it into Court, amongſt many other 
Letters. But how you can poſſibly acquit yourſelf 
of having ſworn you could depoſe Nothing, ſave what 


Fournier 700d you in 1743, or 44, when you could 
not but know otherwiſe; Iam at a loſs to ſay, or 


think. If this Proceeding was entirely free from all 
Intention of Deceit, or Prevarication; and can juſtly 
be accounted for, from mere Inadvertency and Care- 
leſſneſs; you have my Conſent to plead ſuch an 
Excuſe. But then remember, This is ſuch a Plea, in 
ſo ſacred a Matter as an Oath, as ought to be ac- 


companied with Confuſion of Face, and bitter Re- 
pentance. 

VIII. After this, Nothing followed for me to 
mention, but that remarkable, unneceſſary, officious 
Readineſs to give your Atteſtation to that Letter 
of mine which Fournier has circulated as the 
Reaſon for his ew Attack upon Me; and this, 
without one Word of Diſlike of the Man, and 
his former Proceedings, either accompanying it, or 
following it, in any Manner, public or private; as tar 
as I know. But of this I have already, in this Lezzer, 
ſaid enough; I tear, too much. 


Having now laid before 2%, and the World, 
what relates particularly to the Conduct of Fournier, 
and yourſelf, towards Me; I think, I cannot better 
employ a few Pages, before I leave you, than in ſhew- 
ing that, if we go no farther than what J have produc- 
ed in the foregoing part of this Letter, there is 
no need of any One Witneſs to Pournier's real 
Guilt, in the Contriving and Framing the Pro- 
-miſſory Note in queſtion, beſides Himſelſß, and his 
Beſt Friend and Patron. At leaſt, I hope I ſhall 
be excuſed, if J now endeavour to place before 


E 4 the 


— rr 


— — . 


— 
— — - 
: _ 
. 


_—— 
— 
py 
* 


— - _ — —_ 
— — D 


n 


— 1 — — 


72 4 I. ET IT ER 75 


the Public, in one View, the Evidence given of 
that Guilt, by Two ſuch Witnelſes, as muſt be 
allowed by All, to be far removed from all poſſi- 
ble Suſpicion of any 7: nfireence, or Cęrruption, or 
Temptation, to Fourmer's Hurt, or Diſadvantage. 
Take the following Inſtances, theretore, in the 
Order in which they lie. 

1. Fournier, alter having been preſent at the Trial 
of his own Cauſe, haſted down to /p/wich; and there 
ſigned, and publiſhed, an Advertiſement, proteiling 
to rectify the imperfec, and falſe, Accounts of 
Others; which ,4dvertiſement itſelt contained an Ac- 
count of the Affair, the molt deceitful, prevericating , 
partial, mf perfect, and ſalſe, that can wellbeimagined. 

By ſigning and publiſhing this, knowingly and wil- 
fully, He has ma de e [1imfe If an Unexceptionable Mit- 
neſs againſt Himſelf, and given a public Teſti- 
nony, not only to his own utter Diſtegard to all 
Truth and Haugſiy; but to that Guilt, with regard to 
the Nele itſelf, which the Decree had declared, and 
which this /dvertiſement was deſigned to hide. See 
P. 3» 4. 

2. Tournier in 1743, or 1744, acquainted You, in 
Converlation, that the ſaid Nete was ſigned and 
given Him by Me as a Tre, or Security, tor Prefer- 
meu; and not abſolutely for the Money in it. And 
in 174, the ſame LJeurnien aſſured You, in writing, 
under his own hand, that the ſame Noze was not gi- 
ven as a Secur 'ty tor Preferment, but for the very 
Money named in it, by aſſuring you that | had paid 
five Guineas, in Part of it, to be diſcounted when the 
reſt ſhould be paid, Theſe two Accounts are ablo- 
Jutely Con!rad:ory, the One to the other. And 
therciore, Forr3er, by telling Two ſuch Inconfijtent 
Tales Concerning the Reaſon and Deitzn of the lame 
Nete, gives ſufl. cient Evidence of his being Himſelf 

the Contri ver, and Maker, of it. 
To 
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To the Fadt, That he himſelf gave you beth theſe 
Accounts, You are a Witneſs upon Oath. The Self- 
Contradiction needs no words to make it more evi- 
dent, than it appears ar it ſight. The Concluſion is 
exactly agreeavle to the conitant Judgment ot All, 
N rt like Occaſion. See p. 29, 30, &c. 

. Fournier, in his Az/wer in Chancery, declares, 
upon Oath, that the Note was given Him, as 
a Security tor Preferment; without the leaſt Hint of 
it's being given tor the Paynient of the Money 
named in it. And, in his Account delivered to 
You in 1747, all of his own hand-writing, He 
affirms, with ſome ſolemnity, what amounts to 
the very contrary, viz. That the Note was given 
Him tor the Money named in it: not ſo much as 
mentioning the leaſt Hiut of Preferment tobe ſecured 
by it. Both theſe Iucogſiſtent Tales may well be ſaid to 
be alfirmed, under his own hand; the Former being 
ſworn to, in what was his own Anſwer in Court 
the Latter delivered to You in his own Hand- 
writing It He will now affirm the Former to be the 
Truth; then He is himſelf a Hitneſs upon Cath, to 
his having delivered to you, delioerately and know- 
ingly, an Account of the lame Note abſolutely falſe. 
Or, It He will now affirm the /atter to be the Truth, 
as He did when He firlt gave it you; then is He a 
Witneſs, under his own band, to his own WIIful 
Perjury, in ſwearing to the direct Contrary Ac- 
COUNT. 

4. The ſame may be ſaid, with regard to the five 
Cuineas before mentioned. In his written Account 
put Into your hands 1747, He a! ums, with Afleve- 
ration of it's Truth, That 1 pey's them to im, 
in part of the Money named in the Note, as a 
Debt; and conſequently, did 21 giv them to 
Him. In his Anfwer in Chancery, He firms, 


upon his Oath, that i gave them Aim: and this 


in the ſtri Senſe of a Gi; becauic no other Senſe 
can 
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can be reconciled to the whole Tenor and Deſign of 
his Anſwer, which is, That the Note was given Him, 
as a Security for Preferment. | 

If therefore, He will now affirm the Paper of 
1747, to be the true Account, and that Sum to 
have been paid him by Me, in part of the Note, as 
a Debt; then, He muſt be a ſtanding Witneſs, 
under his own hand, to his own Perjury, in wilfully 
Stwearing that the ſaid Money was given Him : that 
7s, not pay'd Him. Or, If He will now athrm his 
Anſwer upon Oath, to be the real Truth; then is 
He a W//ineſs, upon Oath, that He delivered to 
You, with a particular er veration of it's Truth, 
that the ſaid Five Guineas were paid Him by Me in 
part of the Note; knowing it to be Falſe, when He 
ſo gave it Lou under his hand. There is no middle 
way between theſe: For two Propoſitions directly 
Contradictory to One Another, cannot Both be 
true. But, in ſuch a Caſe as this, We always 
go farther: and, in the preſent Affair, have 
good Reaſon to ſay, that Hle makes himſelf, by 
this Conduct, an unanſwerable Mitneſs that He 
himſelf was the Contriver of the Promiſſory Note 
appearing, in his Hand-writing, over my Name. 
Ste p. 29, 37, 38. 

5. Fournier, in 1743, OT 44 affirmed that, 
thinking himſelf injured by a Sentence of the Court 
of Ferſcy, 1. He appealed to my Conjiftorial Court. 
2. That he met with great Delays there; 3. That 
he then perſonally applied to e, and expreſſed his 
Diſſatisfaction at thoſe Delays; and, 4. That he 
threatened to complain to the Arch-hiſbep, &c. 

Theſe four Aſſertions I have, beyond Contradiction, 
proved to be Forgeries, abſolutely groundlels, | 

Fournier, therefore, by theſe Ailertions becomes a 
Milneſs againſt Himlelt, that, in the preliminary 
Steps, in which he pretended to ſhew the Reaſons 
of my making him a preſent of ſuch a Note, He 

aban- 
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abandoned himſelf to Romance, and Invention, and 
to unexampled Falſbood: and, conſequently, a Mit- 
neſs to his being himſelf the Contriver of that Note, 
of which He gave an Account full of ſo many In- 
ventions, and forged Stories. See p. 40—43. 

To theſe Aertions of Fournier you are a 
Witneſs upon Oath. The Concluſion is a neceſſary 
Conſequence. 

6. Fournier in 1743, or 44, affirmed to you, That 
the Note was given Him by Me, in Conſideration of 
his having, at my Requeſt, dropped his Money De- 
mands upon the Dean of Ferſey ; and his Appeal to 
me, which was his Proſecution of the Gentle- 
woman who diſturbed him in the public Exerciſe of 
his Function.“ 

The former of theſe, viz. his having dropped his 
Demands upon the Dean, I have ſhewn to be ab- 
ſolutely falſe, from his own Oath of the Debt, and 
Proceedings in the Common Pleas, both after the 
Date of the Note, Sept. 4. And that he never dropped 
his Proſecution of that Gentlewoman, or (which is 
all one) his Appeal to me, till my final Sentence 


forced him to it, I have proved from his own Words, 
and evident Fads. 


Fournier, therefore, by this ſteddy Perſeverance in 


the Forgery of Falſboods for the Uſe of the Note, 
becomes a Witneſs, whether He will or no, to 
his own Creating the Note itſelf, of which he gives 
an Account made up of ſuch groſs Falſhoods. 
See p. 43—51. 

The Argument is undeniably concluſive. * Four— 
ner affirms that I gave Him the Note, in Recom- 
pence for, or in Conſideration of, his having droppe / 


the ſaid Demands, and the ſaid Pro,. cation, at my 
Requeſt.” 


It has been ae that He never drop- 


ped thoſe Demands upon the Dean, unleſs going to 
Lew 
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Law for them in a public Court be dropping them; 
nor ever dropped his Proſecution of the ſaid Gentlewo- 
man, unleſs purſuing his Appeal to Me till, and 
even after, my Sentence was given, be dropping it. 

«It muſt, therefore, follow, that I never gave 
Him that Note at all; and conſequently, that he 
contrived, and framed it himſelf.” Or, in other 
Words, 

„ According to his own Account to You, I 
gave him the Note, when He gave up the ſaid 
Demands, and Proſecution, at my Requelt.” © But 
He never gave up the ſaid Demands, and Proſecu- 
tion.” And © therefore, I never gave him that Note.” 
„ And therefore, He himſelt wilfully and frau- 
lently contrived and framed it.“ To the firſt Propoſi- 
tion, Jou are Witneſs upon Oath. To the ſecond, He 
himſelf, by his own Words and Deeds, gives the ful- 
leſt Teſtimony, The Concluſion will follow whether 
He will, or no. 

7. Fournier, in 1743, or 44, affirmed that I 
offered to give him a Note for ſuch Sum as He would 
require. This Miertion is not only abſurd in itſelf, but 
contradicted by Himſelf, | See p. 52.] By which Con- 
tradiction, he not only makes himſelf a Mitneſs to 
the Taſſhood of that Aton, as J have before ob- 
ſerved; but to the Falſhood of both: and himſelf 
gives 2 idence, that 1 neither made him ſuch a 
monſtrous Offer; nor ever ſent Him for a Net 
with that, or any, Sum in it. For theſe 3 
tons mutually deſtroy one another; and conſequently 
fix upon Rim the juſt Imputation of being himſelf 
the Contriver of that Note, which he himſelf 
loads with ſuch Contradicticus. 

To the firſt Mirmation, here charged upon Him, 
You are a Hitneſ, upon Oath, To the contrary 
Affirmation, he hiinſelt is a Witneſs under his Hand, 


The Conc e from it is too plain to be denied. 
8. I will 
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8. J will mention one Inſtance more, becauſe it 
affects the Man, in a particular Manner, as a Note- 
maker, and touches the Caſe now before us. Four- 
nier, in 1743 or 44, affirmed to You, That“ I 
offered him a promiſſory Note, expreſly for the Se- 
curity of his promiſed Preferment. And conſequently, 
that the Note, which he then produced to you, 
was deſigned for nothing but that Security; and 
that He, being empowered to get ſuch a Note, 
applied to a Friend, becauſe he was unacquainted 
himſelf with the Manner of writing promiſſory Notes,” 
which laſt words He mult mean particularly of 
ſuch a promiſſory Note as his own Story makes me 


to have offered him. I have ſhewn you, from his 


own Hand-writing, in the it and ſecond of the 
four Notes writ by Him over the Dean of Jerſey's 
Name, that he was not wiacguainied, but very 
well uncerſtood, that a Money-Note, deſigned for 
Security of Preferment, ought to nave That plainly 
expreſſed in it : and that theretore, He could have 
directed his Friend to have inſerted this neceſſary 
Point into the Note, as caſily as he directed Him 
about the Szm, or any other Circumſtauce. 

But He, according to his own Account, directed 
his Friend to draw the Note which he has ſworn to, 
as mine, without the leaſt Word, or Hint, of any 
ſuch Security for Preſermeu im it. 

And from hence the Concin/1on is natural from 
his own Story, That he never was ſent by Me, for 
the Note be has produced, and ſworn to; nor ever 
tranſcribed it by my Order; as He aſſorted to You. 

To the Tad, that he affirmed to You his berg 
unacquainted with the Manner of writing promiſſery 
Notes; (which Expreſſion, I have obſerved, mult 
particularly imply in it tuch a , as his own 
Story ſays He was empowered to get ;) 2, Sir, 
are a Y/itneſs upon Oath. He, himlclt is a Witnels, 
under his own Hand, in two of the {Votes over the 
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Dean's Name, that He was not unacquainted witly 
the Manner of writing ſuch a Note, deſigned only 
for Security of Preferment. He himſelf is alſo a 
Witneſs, under the fame Hand which wrote the 
promiſſory Note in my Name, that He himſelf pro 
cured the Note to be drawn in the abſolute Manner; 
in which it now appears, and always did appear; 
without the leaſt Hint of any Security for Prefer- 
ment, in it. The Concluſion is unavoidable, that 
the Note which He ſhewed You, and ſwore to in 
Court, as Mine, was a deliberate Fraud, of his own 
Contrivance,” 

In this Recapritulation of Particulars, J have omit» 
ted ſeveral Inſtances of his Falſbood, which adorn 
the toregoing Pages, becauſe they do not ſo directly 
affect Him, as a Note- Maker. They are however 
Evidences, in general, of his utter Diſregard to 
Truth, through all his Converſations relating to the 
ſaid Note: and as long as they remain in the forego- 
ing Pages, ſo long will it remain true, that no Cre- 
dit ought to be given to any one Tad, which de- 
pends upon his Teſtimony alone; and conſequently, 
that no One of his Tales, about the Note itſelf, can 
claim any Belief, unleſs ſupported by great Probabi- 
lities; or by other Witneſſes more worthy of Credit 
than Himſelf: neither of which was ever ſo much 
as pretended by the moſt zealous of his Friends. 
But this may be truly ſaid of the [zfances which I 
have produced, That they are Inſtances of ſuch 
Falſhoods, Inventions, and Contradictions, difful- 
ed through Fournier's own Stories of the Note 
in queſtion, as can hardly be excelled by the Caſe 
of any one Forgery, in all the Records of Iniquity 
now exiſting. 

And becauſe I have affirmed them to be ſtrong 
Preots of his perſonal Guilt, in the Contrivance 
and Formation of the ſaid Note, I will add That nei- 
ther He, nor any Man livipg, can pollibly 9 

what 
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what J have here argued from them, unleſs it can 
be proved, 

1. 3 hat Fournier never gave You that Account of its 
the Note which you have ſworn you received from his | 9 
own Mouth in 1743 or 44 That he never delivered 106 
to You, in Mriting, that other Account in 1747, tht 
which You have likewiſe ſworn You received from 17 
his own Hands That He never put into Chancery W 
that Anſwer ; nor wrote thoſe Letters; nor inſiſted a 
upon that Appeal; nor entered into that Law-ſurt Þ 
with the Dean of Ferſey ; which I have made the G 
Evigences of his Guilt:— Or, 

2. That the Inference J have drawn from this Se- 1 
ries of unparalleled Falſhoods and Inconſiſtencies, Wil 
that He was Himſelf the Contriver of the Note in | | | 


queſtion, is not a juſt Conſequence; nor agreeable 
to the Rules of judging about ſuch Affairs: Or, 

3. That Fournier himſelf has been corrupted by 
Me, or ſome other Perſon, to become an unanſwer— 4} 
able Witneſs, (by talking, writing, acting, and if 
ſwearing) to his own Guz/t; and that You, his pro- ＋ 
feſſed Friend and Patron, under all the Appearances 1 
oi Good-will towards Him, have been, by undue 
Influence, corrupted to act a Part to the utter 14 
Ruine of his Caule. 

When any one of theſe hee Particulars ſhall be 
proved, I ſhall be ready to give up all that I have here [ 
ſaid. In the mean while, What l undertook to ſhew will 
Juſtly be concluded from what I have now laid before 
the Reader, viz. That there needs no Witneſs, in or- 
der to Fournier's full Conviction, in the Judgment 
of any Man of Common Underſtanding, beſides the 


Sinner Himſelf, and the Sinner, chief Friend and 
Patron. 
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It is now time to releaſe you. What J have here 
lay ed before you, and the World, will ſhew plainly, 
how great, and uncommon, my Obligations are to 


Yon. 
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You, in particular. Whether I have, in this Addreſs, 
made my Acknowledgments for them, in a proper 
Manner, I muſt leave to others to judge. Many, I 
fear, will be apt to interpret my particular Concern 
for You, and thoſe repeated Offers of Information 
which I preſſed upon you, as ſo many Proots of my 
own Weakneſs, and little Knowledge of Mankind, 
I can acquieſce in the Cenſure : but I cannot repent 
of what I mean't ſo well: being aſſured that I am 
not to anſwer for thoſe unſuitable Returns, which 
I could neither foreſee, nor prevent. It is enough 
that | have truly repreſented them to the Public; and 
that I now forgive them as ſincerely, and as fully, 
as it is my Duty to do. Iam, 


SIR, 
Your VWell-wiſher and humble Servant, 


B. WINCHESTER, 


A F-PE:Ns 


(81) 
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CONTAINING 


A particular Account of the ſeveral Steps of 
Bernard Fournier's Conduct, from the Da 
of his Appeal to the Biſhop of Wincheſter, 70 
his laſt Attack; and the many Variations in his 
Stories ab the Note for 8,800 l. writ by 
Him over the Biſhop's Name : In the Order 
of Time, in which They happened. 


— 


J. HE ſirſt Period is from May 31, 1740, 

the Day on which Fournier firſt came 

to Me, to Sept. 4, 1740, the Day of the 
Date of the Promiſſory Note, over my Name. 


1. On, or about, May 31, 1704, Bernard Four- 
nier was introduced to Me by the Rev. Mr. Laval, 


late Preacher in the French Chapel in Berwick Street; 
and put into my Hands an Appeal irom a Sentence 
given, in the Eccleſiaſtical Court of Fer/zy, by the 
Dean of Jerſey, and his Aſſeſſors; and, at the fame 
time, all proper Evidences, and all other Papers 
which He then, or ever altcrwards, thought ne- 
ceſſary for my Inſtruction, in order to form my 
Judgment about this Appeal, 

I deſired Him and Mr. Laval, to come to Me 
again, in two or three Day's Time. And when 
they came, I told them that I had looked over the 
Papers left with Me; and it ſeemed to Me that the 
Sentence given below did not deſerve to be reverſed. 
And his -/ppea!, as to Time, being quite irregular 
and the Sentence, (if J am not miſtaken, ) alrc:dy ex- 
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ecuted; (which was indeed, no more than a 
verbal Diſapprobation of what had paſſed aloud, 
in the Time of Divine Service; cenſuring the 
Gentlewoman concerned in it, as well as Hime! ;) I 
adviſed Him to go immediately back to his Curacy. 
and not to ſpend any more of his Money and Time 
here upon ſuch an Affair. But He, alledging 
that the Irregularity proceded from the Re- 
fuſal of his Appeal by the Court below; and 
being importunate; I told Him that I would im- 
mediately write to the Dean, then in 7er/ey, to in- 
form Me of the Realon of the aforeſaid Refuſal; 
and, as ſoon as J ſhould receive his Anſwer, if 
Fournier ſtill inſiſted upon it, I would give Him my 
Judgment; and that I would do this in a Manner 
moſt eaſy to Hlimſelf. And I added, that my going 
to Farnham ſhould nor at all hinder, or delay, what 
I had promiſed, And then we parted ; without 
one Word, or Hint, of ſeeing one another again 
before I ſhould leave the Town. This is ſupported 


by Mr. Laval's Depoſitions in the Cauſe. Nor did 


we once ſee one another during that 1 ime, as far 
as I can recolle&t; nor had the leaſt Occaſion ſo 
to do: tho* Fournier has thought fit to affirm, 
under the Sanction of an Oath, that He had then 
frequent Occaſions of ſeeing Me. 

2. On July 3, I went to Farubam: and, during 
my Stay there, Foxrner forced me into a Correi- 
pondence by Letters about his Cauſe. Theſe Letters 
on both Sides (thoſe in French being tranſlated into 
Exgliſo) were exhibited in the Cauſe, before the 
late Maſter of the Rolls; and are till in being: 
Which I remark, becauſe He has affirmed in Court, 
upon Oath, that they contain in them a Confir- 
mation of what He calls my Promiſes; the very 
contrary to which is evident to the Eye-ſight from 
the Tenor, the Subjeds, and Words of them. 

| I came 
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I came to Town on Tucſday, Sept. 2, at Night. 
And on Thurſday Morning Sept. 4th, to the beſt of 
my Remembrance of the time, he came to Me, un- 
accompanied by any one: though He himſelf had 
requeſted, and I had conſented, that a Friend of 
his, (who afterwards appeared to be Dr. Le Moine, ) 
might come with him. I then told him that I ſaw 
no reaſon to alter my Judgment; and obſerved 
that He had not brought his Friend with Him, who 
(He ſaid) could convince me of my Error. I then 
added, that it was abſolutely neceflary for Him to 
go immediately to his Caracy in Jerſey, or to quit 
it, To this He made no Objection; but ran into 
Complaints about the Expenſes of his Cauſe; and of 
his Journey, Sc. Upon which I gave him e 
Guzineas, to aſſiſt him in his Return; which, he 
promiſed Me, ſhould be without Delay. 

I mult here obſerve that, through all this Period, 
from May 31, to Sept. 4, 1740. on y Part there 
doth not appear, nor has appeared through the whoie 
Cauſe, the leaſt tendency towards any Promiſe ; or 
any Favour beyond the aboveſaia Charity; nor any 
Thing in his Behaviour, or Correſpondence, before 
Sept. 4, that could lead me to give Him any Sort 
of Promiſe; much leſs, to Gen a Note for ſuch an 
exorbitant Sum immediately upon my coming to 
Town. But, on bis Part, there is &v7dence upon Oath 
in the Cauſe, that, before the Date of the Note, in 
Converſation with Mr. Laval, he had threatned Me 
even with Ruine, in amolt ſhocking Manner, if I 
did not do Him Juſtice, as He ſometimes expreſſed 
it: that is, if I did not judge as He thought fit. 
The Rev. Mr. Cantier alſo has depoſed in the Cauſe, 
that ſome time in the Year 1740, He threatened Me, 


in his Hearing, in the ſame Sort of outrageous Ex-. 


preſſions, unleſs I gave Him ſome Preferment. This, 
indeed, was the Talk ana Language of a Madman. 
But the Evidence is undeniable. And whether this 
promiſſory Note was not then reſolved upon, as the 
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Method of Revenge, let others judge. But theſe 
Menaces were kept ſecret from me for along Time. 


II. The ſecond Period is from Seßt. 4, 1740, to 
the ſame Time, in the Year 1742. 


1. After Sept. 4, 1740, notwithſtanding his Pro- 
mile, it has ſince appeared that he ſtay*d about rec 
Months in, or near, London. On Nev. 6, He per- 
ſonally made Oath of the Dean of Jerſey's Debt to 
Him before a proper Officer of the Court of Common 
Pleas; and afterwards left all Neceſſarics, for his 
Proſecution in that Court, in a Friend's Hands, 
And, in return to my Patience and Civility, He 
wrote a promiſſory Note for Fight Thouſand Eight 
Hundred Pounds, of which the Reader will find an 
enact Copy, at the Bottom of p. 1. and under this 
Note appears my Name, B. Winchefler. The Date 
of this Note is certain, Sept. 4th, 1740. But on 
what Day he really wrote it, is quite uncertain. 
It muſt have been about this Time, becauſe it has 
been fince proved that He ſhewed it to ſome 
Friends at London, before December; when, accord- 
ing to my Information, He went back to Jer ſcy. 

The Cauſe againſt the Dean of Jerſey was opened 
about the Middle of May; and ended before 
the Middle of Jane 1741. I ſhall relate nothing of 
ir, but what has been {worn by the Deen Himſelf 
about it, in my own Cauſe before the Matter of 
the Rolls, in 1750. Vournier, in his Anſwer to my 
firjs Bill, having thought fit to tell a long Story 
about the Dean of 7erjey's Debt co Him, Sc. this 
led unavoidably ro the Examination of the ſaid Dean, 
who, in his Anlwers to Interrogatories, declares upon 
Oath, to this very Effect,“ That he was arreſted upon 
Fournier's Account, about May 1741, at his Re- 
ctory, in Oxfordſbire, by Proceſs, as He was in- 
tormed, out of the Court of Common Pleas That 
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He put in Bail, and came up to Town, and made 
Affidavit, in that Court, that He owed Fournier no- 
thing ; that the four promiſſory Notes, upon which 
the Suit was ſaid to be founded, and which He had 
ſeen in Mr. Maynard's Hands, were a Forgery , and 
were Writ over his Name, Francis Payne, with the 
Addition of Dean of Jerſey, which therefore, He 
ſuppoſed to be the bottom Part of ſome public As 
of his Office, which alone he uſed to ſign in that 
Manner: — That, upon this Affidavit, Fournier's own 
Attorney wouid have nothing more to do with the 
Cauſe; and that neither Fournier himſeltf, nor his 
Agents, as far as He had heard, had ever revived 
the Cauſe againſt Him.” And conſequently, This 
Charge of Forgery, accompanied with Perfury, (till 
ſtands unſhaken, upon the Dean's Oath, in the Re- 
cords of the ſaid Court. 

As, before theſe public Proceedings in the 
Common Pleas, I never had heard one ſingle Report 
of any ſuch Notes, over the Dean of Ferſey's Name, 
though Fournier has, with his uſual Aſſurance, ſworn 
to the contrary : So, till ſome ſhort Time after this 
Trial, | never heard the leaſt Report of ſuch a Note 
over my own Name, as I have now mentioned. 
And when I did firſt hear it, it was ſo circumſtanced 
that I could not believe it to be true; but thought 
it a Miſtake made from the Story of the Notes over 
the Dean's Name: not imagining it poſſible that the 
ſame Man, only a Curatein Jerſey, could take it into 
his Head to pretend that a Dean, and a Biſbop, in 
the ſame Dioceſe, had both ſigned promiſſory Notes 
to Him, the one for 1000 J. the other for 8,800 /. 

But having, about the September following, been 
informed that Dr. Le Moine was an Acquaintance 
of Fournier's, and then in Town; I ſent to him, 
though not then known to Me, to beg the Favour 
of a Viſit. He came to Me; and gave me full 
Aſſurance, from his own Eye-ſight, that there was 
ſucha Note in Fournier's Poſſeſſion. But our Time was 
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ſo ſhort, that He could ſay little more to Me, than 
that He had not then brought it with Him, but be- 
lieved He could procure it ior Me, for a ſmal! Sum, 
which I ablolutely refuted z and I could lay little to 
Him, but that, if there were {uch a Nele, it was an 
abſolute Forgery. Aſter our parting, He went very 
ſoon to his Rectery in the Country: and I never 
wrote to, nor heard from Him again, till about 
May 1748, as far as I can recollect. 

In January 1741-2, Mrs. Fourmer, being then 
come to England from Jerſey, I lent a Meliage to 

ler (Fle himſelf not appearing aſter his 3 
Ceuſe) by Mr. Laval, to deſie a Sight of the No! 
over my Name, and vi 742/e over the Deen's Name; 
with a Promiſe of returning them laſs to her again. 
And, aſter ſhe had conſulted with her neareſt Kinſman, 
Mr. Maynard, the five Notes were biought to Me, 
by one Mr. Tyrell, an ancient [Trench Gentleman, 
and a very worthy Man, accompanied by Mr. Laval. 
What the Deſign was, of her ſending, and of Mr. 
Tyrel's bringing, them, canndt be better known than 
from Mr. Tyrel!'s own Words, in a Letter to a par- 
ticular Friend, which I myſelf have read, and a Copy 
of which I can now produce. In this, le dec lares that 
He delivered them to Me jor Me to do with them 
„ what | pleaſed, and in order that the Falſity ct 
ce theſe Notes ſhould not appear in any Court of Jut- 
cc tice, and that the Truth ſhould not be diſcovered, to 
« the Man's utter Ruine;“ or exactly to this Effect. 
From this ſame Letter alſo it is evident, that He was 
commiſſioned to beg of Me to uſe my Endeavours 
„ to perſuade the Dean of Ferſey not to proſecute 
« Fournier any farther. Accordingly, He preſſed 
« Me to burn all theſe Notes immediately :? which 
Mr. Maynard himſelf alſo, afterwards propoſed to 
Me; but I abſolutely refuſed to do. 

What was ſaid, in this Pericd, by Fournier himſelt, 


about the Note over my Name, or, at leaſt the moſt 
material 


* 
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material Part of it, was for a long Time unknown to 
Me. But by degrees, and particularly from the 
Teſtimony of Dr. Le Moine, and Mr. Maynard, in the 
Cauſe, it plainly appeared, What his i Stories were 
preſently after the Date of it, whilſt his Note was 
hot and freſh upon his Mind. To theſe 7wo Per- 
ſons, who were ſurprized at his fhewing them ſuch 
a Note; and who could not but aſk Queitions about 
it; He gave much the ſame Account ob it. 


The Vt Story to Dr. Le Meine was this, vi. 


That I had given him the lame, {viz the Note 
& which He had ſhewed Him) to make Him amends 
„ for what He ſuffered by appealing to Me from a 
Sentence given againſt Him in the Court of the 
Dean of Jerſcy, which I retuled to reverſe; or to 
e that Effect.“ Which neceſſarily implies my own 
conſcientious Conviction, that I had injured Him, 
and thought my ſelf obliged, in Duty, to make Him 
this Repar:tion for ſuch Injury. 
When this was juſtly objected to, from the 
vaſt Diſproportion of the Gift ro any ſuppoſed 
Injury; and the Dr. preſſed Him to tell the 
Truth, Fournier ſaid, He would let bim into 
the whole Myfiery; and then acquainted Him 
that, being an Old Man, „I uſed the fup- 
„port of Drams of ſpirituous Liquors, and that 
e when He got the ſaid Note from Me, I was in 
ce my Cups, and that He took that Opportunity to 
e preſs Me to give Him ſomething, and that there- 
„ upon, I told Him that He might write a Pro- 
„ miſſory Note for a good round Sum; and that! 
& would fign it: which | did upon the Spot, 
« without conſidering of the fame, or to that 
<« effect.” Mrs. Le Moine allo, who was preſent 
in many of his Converſations with her Huſband, 
affirms this fine Story of my Cups, on her own 
hearing it; and was ready to have witneſſed to it, 


upon Gath, if needful. [To add to the Scandal, 
F 4 The 
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The ſigning this Note, (and, conſequently, my Uſe 
of Drams at this Time,) was in the Morning, as He 
himſelf aſſerts in his Croſs Bill.] Dr. Le Moine alſo 
teſtifies that all this was repreſented by Fournier as 
done between Ourſelves, without any help of any 
Form writ by another; and particularly, that“ Four- 
& mierlaid, He wrote the Body thereof,“ (of the 
Note) “ in my Study, without my dictating the 
& ſame.” All this marked thus is teſtified, 
upon Oath, by Dr. Le Moine, in the Cauſe, 

The ſame Story of my giving him the Note to 
make Him amends for the Vong I had done Him 
by my Judgment about his Ape“, He told to Mr. 
Maynard: As he has teſtified upon his Oath. And 
when He alſo wondered, He added the fame Tate, 
in theſe or the like contemptuous Words, * That 
«© the Biſhop grew old, that He drank, and that 
e the Old Man did not well know what he did.“ 
The following Obſervations naturally offer them- 
ſelves, 

1. The firſt of theſe two Accounts is not in itſelf 
credible. For if I had injured him in the Judg- 
ment I had given in a Letter to Himſelf, that Injury 
was gone no farther than his own Pocket ; and had 
never been made publick, nor was at all known. 
And, as I was at full Liberty to give a contrary 
Sentence, if, upon Re-conſideration, I thought Thad 
done him wrong; This, which is often done in all 
Courts, was the only natural Way of doing him juſ- 
tice, The giving Him an extravagant Sum of Money 
could not poſſibly have vindicated his Honour or 
Innocence ſo effectually, as the giving Him imme- 
diately a Paper, with a Judgment in his Favour, 
would have done. This Thought could not but 
offer itſelf; and muſt have been put in Execution, as 
the only Method for me to take upon the preſent 
Suppoſition. ä 


2. As 
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2. As to the ſecond of theſe Accounts; It has this 
Abſurdity in it, at firſt hearing, viz. That a Perſon, 
ſo much a Stranger, ſhould be admitted to Me, 
in ſo diſordered a Condition. One in the Station 
of a Biſhop, it He could poſſibly be ſuppoſed to be 
given to this Practice, would naturally take care 
not to be ſurprized, or ſeen, in ſuch a Situation. 
Nay, Fournier himſelf may be ſaid to have acknow- 
ledged the Falſbood of his own Story, by his never 
afterwards (as far as appears,) ſpeaking of it. But 
this I do not attribute to any Regard in Him to 
the Truth, or Falſhood, of the Fa, His own In- 
teref alone muſt have perſuaded Him to this Silence, 
as it could not but lead Him to ſee the Force of what 
his Friends at firſt obſerved to him, That this Story 
alone would deſtroy the whole Value of ,his Note at 
once: as the obtaining it in this Manner muſt appear 
to All who ſhould hear it, to have been a wiltul 
Impoſition upon a Vea Old Man, diſordered by 
{ſtrong Liquors; and not well knowing what He 
did. 

Here I could willingly end upon this Subject, 
without any farther Regard to the idle Stories of a 
wretched Man, who has given fo many Proofs of 
ſcrupling no Ixdention for his own Purpoles. Bur, 
as it has happened in the Courie of my Life, 
that ice before, within my own Knowledge, (and 
perhaps ofzener out of it,) an Imputation of the ſame 
Kind has been laid upon Me, by Per/ons of more 
Conſideration; I flatter myſelf that this Circum- 
Fance may plead ſome Excule for Me; and that 
it may at leaſt be pardoned, as my own natural 
Weakneſs, if I take this Opportunity of {ſaying a 
Word or two more upon ſo ungrateiul a Subject. 

In the hotteſt Seaſon of Party-Rage, | remember 
] was informed by a Gentlemen, who bimſelk 
was engaged with ſeveral Cther angry Men, but 


profeſſed ſtill ſome Perſonal Regard for Me, That 
my 
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my Life and Character would ſoon be laid before 
the World, in print: And in our Converſation He 
named the Vice of Drinking, amongſt other Par- 
ticulars, as what was to be charged upon Me. 
In anſwer, I told Him the ſeveral Places where I 
had lived from my Youti to the Day of his Viſit ; 
as the proper Places tor any Enquiry about Me. 
After a ſhort Time, the ſame Gentleman came to 
Me again, and, in the Name of alt concerned, 
beg'd my Pardon, with the poor Excule, that 
They had miſtaken Another for Me. 

In the other Cale now pointed at, a Perſon who 
had, in company, unwarily drop'd ſomething to 
the ſame Purpole, (with an hint of great Privacy in 
this Practice,) being better inſtructed by One preſent, 
who knew me as perfectly as any Friend can well 
know another, ſeemed to be convinced. Nor have 
I any reaſon to think that He ever aiterwards {pake 
again in the ſame Manner, 

I can indeed, upon the moſt ſevere Recollettion, 
truly affirm That, from the earliclt Stage of Lise 
to this Hour, I never was once under the leaſt 


Diſorder of this Kind; not even by Accident, or 


Surprize from any Deſign of others; — That I never 
once, through my whole Lite, entertained Myſelt, 
alone, in the low Manner heie pointed out; nor 
ever once, with a Friend, in any private or Hidden 
Way; — That, in my general unitorm Courſe, thoſe 
Perſons who have been at Table with Me at one 
certain Time of the Day, have been Witneſles to a// 
my Indulgencies of this kind; And particularly, 
That, with relation to thoſe deteſtable Supports 
which Fournier has wickedly invented for My Old 
Age; I thank Gop, it is ſuch an Od Age as not 
only does not want h , but abhorrs the Thought 
of them. Let me adc, that I now ſpeak thus, 
well knowing that, if what | ſay be falſe, it may 
be eaſily confuted by ſome or other of thoſe Many, 

who 
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Who have, at various times, lived under the ſame 
Roof with Me; or of thoſe numerous Friends and 
A cquaintance, with whoſe Viſits (at all Hours 
never refuſed) I have been favoured. Nor can 
any One, I think, be ſo void of Candour, as to 
imagine Me to ſeek for any Applauſe by what I 
have now ſaid. For, what Praile can it be to a 
Chriſtian, and a Preacher of the Goſpel, that He is 
innocent of one Crime, of which it is moſt infamous 
for Him to be guilty ? To return, 

Taking both theſe Accounts together, the 
Reader will obſerve, without my Alliſtance, that 
they abſolutely confute and deſtroy one another. 
For, if I gave Him the Note in a conſcientious Senſe 
of my Duty, and as a Chriſtian ; I could not do it 
in my Cups,and inafit of drunken Good- Nature. And 
it I did it in my Cups, hardly knowing what Idid; I 
was far from doing it as a Chriſtian, or as my Duty 
cowards one I had injured. 

2. The ſame two Perſons have alſo depoſed, That, 
in his firſt Converſations with them, about this 
Note, and about what had paſſed between Him and 
Me, He himſelf told Them that I had given Him 
Five Guineas, to help Him in his Return to 
Jerſey; &c. 

Within the Compaſs of this Period alſo, it 
muit be remarked, Vournier's ever memorable 
lecret Fligbt, with his Family, to [pſwich, hap- 
pencd: I think, about the beginning of June, 1742. 
lor the Purpoſe of this Expedition, He changed 
his Habit into that of a Lay-Gentleman; and his 
Name into John Bequer : And it was advertiſed 
three Times in the Ipſwich Journal, by his own 
Order, in June 1742, That the French Tongue 


„ was taught by 70hn Bequer, a Man of Letters 


from Paris : A groſs Falſhood, or a vile Pre- 
varication | For, by his own Account of his 


Travels, from the Year 1730, about which Time 
He 
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He ran from his Convent to Geneva, it is 
impoſſible to think that He could have been once 
at Paris, if He <oeuld, for twelze Years before 
this Advertiſement ; and abſolutely incredible that 
He ſhould chooſe to be Here, if Ele could. 
And indeed, it is not to be believed that, before the 
Year 1730, He ever had lived here at all. For it 
was not the Place of his Birth, or Zducation,: as 
I have been well informed: and the Convent, of 
which He was a Member, was Twenty Miles trom 
it; as He told Mr. Chevallier. I ſhall only here 
add, that this Flizht to Ipſwich, in diſguiſe, can 
never be explaine: 5] but by that Gui which wanted 
the covering of Falſhood and Hypocriſy. For the 
Canſe he then fled from, was a Cauſe begun by 
himſelf: and a Cauſe, irom which He could | have 
received nothing but Glory, if He had proceded in 
it, and proved the 77th of what he had tor n 
againſt the Peau of Je; and the Faiſbeod of that 
Charge of Forgery and Perjury, which the Dean had 
feworn 3 againſt Him. 


III. The rhird Period is from Seht. 1742, to the 
beginning of Aug. 1745. 


Within this Time, I received a long wild I. etter 
from Fournier himſelf, dated Aug, 21, 1743. 
which a ſtill more ſtrange and wicked Scheme, wich 
relation to this Note, is opened. For in it He makes 
Me one of the moſt abandoned, and, I think, diabo- 
lical, of Men; and repreſents Me as employing my 
Time, and con-erting all Meaſures with the Dean 
of Jerſey, in order, and with Deſign, to ruine Him, 
and his Family, by Means of this very pretended 
promiſſory Note. To which Purpoſe, He charges 
Me particularly with ordering Him to put into the 
Note the vaſt Sum of 8,800 J. expreſsly with De- 
ſign, not only to invalidate my own Note, as He 
calls it, by the Incredibility of the Sum; but 

farther 
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farther, with Deſign to teath the Dean of Jerſey 
allo to cheat Him, by arguing, from the Largeneſs 
and Diſproportion of the Sum mentioned in his 
four Notes, againſt their Validity: thus painting us 
out as two combined Villains, chooſing to ſpend 
our Time in contriving his Ruine, &c. as if we had 
nothing to do but to hurt ſuch a poor Man at the 
Expence of our own Souls, In Summer 1744, I 
had another Letter from Him, owning the former, 
and wondering He had no Anſwer to it. It is 
hardly worth while to obſerve that the Fact itſelf is 
next to impoſſible, in the Nature of ſuch Affairs; 
as the Time was ſhort, the Dean in Jerſey, Myſelf 


in Angland, and the Conveyance of Letters by Sea 
tedious and N 


[ need not add, what every Reader will ſee, that 


this Account of the Note is abſolutely inconſiſtent 
with bis firſt 7 Stories, of 2 conſcientious Re- 
paration of an Injury; and a Fit of drunken Good- 
Nature; and particularly with the Fact which He 
afirmed to Dr. Le Meine, not long before this, that 
I only bad him write a Note for a good round Sum, 
and that He himje!f put into it, with his own Hand, 
the round Sum of 8, 800 Pounds: by which He 
himſelf allows, that 1 was fo far from ordering that 
Sum for his Ruine, that I did not order it at all, I 
jay no more of this infamous Impuration, too ſhock- 
ing, in itſelf, to be believed ; and tterly deſtroyed 
by his own Self- Contradictions: but only obſerve, 
that a Letter of Fournier's to Dr. Le Moine, fo late! 
dated as the 21ft of June 1748, in which the 
fame wicked Deſign is afirmed very poſitively of 
Me, is a ftrict Demonſtration that I have not 
miſtaken is real Meaning in his aforeſaid Letter 
to myſelf. N. B. Theſe Letters were exhibited in 
the Cauſe. 

The Reaſon why I did not give any Anſwer to 
either of them, was becauſe they ſeemed to be the 
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Words of a Man, hardened in his Iniquity, and 
abandoned to all Degrees of ſhameleſs Invention. 
Icould not therefore, but think it high Time to put 
an End to all direct Correſpondence with Him. 

2. Within this Space of time, Whilſt He was 
entertaining Me with ſo deteſtable an Account of 
the Note for 8,800 Pounds, He was, in the ſame 
Years, 1743 and 1744, entertaining his beſtFriend 
in Suffoll, with quite another and different Story. 
Mr. Chevalier has ſworn, in the Cauſe, that 
Fournier, in thele Years, told Him, that in Re- 
compence for his Compliance with my own Requeſt, 
by dropping his Appeal to Me, Sc, I firſt promiſed 
Him Preferment; and then, of my own Accord, 
offered Him a Note for any Sum He ſhould chooſe, 
as a Security for my making good that Promile, I 
have ſpoken ſo much, and 10 particularly, upon 
This, in the foregoing Letter, that I will not repeat 
one Word of what I have a! Iready ſaid. But I may 
add, what has not yet been obſerved, that here is, 
during the very fame Period of Time, an abſolute 
Contradiction, delivered to Mr. Cheva/ter by his 
own Mouth, to the wicked Accuſation juſt men- 
tioned. For. if I /eft the Sum t9 Him. as a Security 


for his Preferment; then I did not M.ſelf order it. 


into the Note for the wicked Purpole of ratung 


Him. 


IV. The Fourth Period is from Auge 1744. 
to Octover 1747. 


Within this Time, in Auguſt 1745. Mr. Rant, 
a Counſellor of Tpſwich, acquainted Me, in a Letter 
occaſioned by another Affair, that there was one 
Fournier there, who ſhewed about a Note over my 
Name, and was liſtened to by ſome, Sc. In 
Anſwer, I told Him what was proper about the 
Note, And He, at my Requeſt, having frequent 


Opportunities of converſing with Fournier, wrote 
down 
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gown ſeveral Queſtions, relating to this Note, on 
a Paper to which Fournier wrote diſtinct Anſwers, 
in his Preſence, on the ſame Paper; all which 
were exhibited, upon Oath, in the Caule; and here 
follow, Word for Word. 

2, What can be the Reaſon why, as You have 
had the Biſhop's Note lo long, You have not called 
upon Him for the Performance of it? A, 1 called 
upon Him leveral I'1mes. 

Why did not the Biſhop write the Note 
bimſelf? A For his own Reaſons. 

Who ſaw him fignit? A. No Body but J. 

Where did Ee li9n it? A. At his Houſe, 

F Why was it not atteſted by ſome credible 
Perſon? A. vor his own Reaſons. 

9. Why was it not wrote upon a larger piece 
of Paper? A. For his own Realons too. 

Why was there not a Conſideration ſpecified 
in the Body of the Note? A. He would not have 
it done fo. 


9 What „ paſſed at the Time of 


fioning A. One long enough. | 

9. Was it deſigned for the Payment of fo much 
Money? 4. He laid fo. 

2. Or, was the Biſhop to give You a Living or 
forfeit the Sum? A. He never mentioned a Living. 

Q, If fo, has any Living become vacant in his 
Lordſhip's Gift, fince the ſigning the ſaid Note? 
A, 2 Know. 

Did the Biſhop dictate the Note Word by 
Word: A No; ſince I went by his leave to an 
Attorney for that Epe 

Q. Did He exprelsly order the Sum mentioned ? 

A. Yes. 

9. Did He order You to make the Note for Value 
received, particularly as You know no real Conſide- 
ration was ever paid by You? A. Yes, becaule 
be would not permit me to expreſs the Conſide- 

ration; 
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ration; which is, that I ſhould not trouble him no 
more about the Affair of the Church. [i. e. His 
Appeal, which He called ſo.] 

Q. As You appear to ſpeak Engliſh very im- 
perfectly now, was You, or was You not, able to 
{peak or write Engliſh at the Time the Note was 
wrote, and how long at that Time had You learnt 
Engliſh? A. It was then very eaſy to me to write 
Engliſh, ſince I had before me the Form of the Note 
written by the Attorney's Hands. And at that 
Lime I was able to underſtand what I read in Engliſh, 
although I could not ſpeak it but more imperfectly 
than I do now. At /zft, I had learnt it a little during 
the Six Months before | went into the Iſland of 
Jerſev. So that when I came back from the ſaid 
Hand, where I continued to learn it by myſelf, I 
could underſtand all by reading; bur very little by 
ſpeaking, and a little more by hearing. The Biſhop 
kept the aforeſaid Form written by the Attorney's 
Hands; which Form 1 copy'd out Word by 
Word; and the ſaid Biſhop ſigned it.” This is 
the whole of the ſaid Paper. 


As theſe Anſwers of Fournier to Mr. Rant's 
Queſtions, are produced as Inſtances of the many 
Variations, and Falſhoods, in his Stories about the 
ſame Promiſſory Note over my Name; (which ate 
ſo many Proofs of his [niquizy;} the following 
Obſervations will be proper and ſufficient for my 
preſent Purpoſe. | 

1. In theſe Anſtnars, He declares that the Con- 
federation tor the Note was, His not troubling Me 
any more about his Cauſe: which is quite 7nconfi/tent 
with his zbree former Accounts of the Note, already 
mentioned. | 
2. In the /af? of theſe Anſwers He aifirms, that 
He wrote the Note from a Form given im by his 
Attorney: Which is an abſolute Contradiction to 
what Dr. Le Aloine has teſtified upon Oath to have 

been 
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been told Him by Fourier in the Tear 1740, that [1 
I bad Him write a Note for a good reund Sum, A 


and that He did fo immediately in my Preſence ; | 
and that 1 as readily ſigned it. 
3. That Before his Writing deliberately theſe 1 
Anſtoers in Mr. Rant's Preſence, 1745, He had, in | | 

the Years, 1743 and 1744, aſſuted Mr. Chevallier that 

the Note was given Him by me as a Security for 

] Foow fox 4 U + & Ay 8 | 

the Performance of my Promiſe of Preferment ; | 

(which could be nothing, according to other | 
Accounts of his own, and the Nature of the of 
Thing, but a Living;) and expreſsly, that it 10 

| 

| 

| 

' 

i 

| 

: 


was Nor given Him abſolutely for the Money 
named in it: All Which He here contradicts 
by ellectually alfirming, in theſe Anſwers, that 
this ſame Note was, Itrictiy ſpeaking, a Honey Note, 
and nor a Sccurity for Preferment ; nay, that I never 
fo much as mentioned a Living to Him. 

That efter the Writing theſe anſwers in 1743, 


He himiclr Swware, in 1749, in the Court of Cban- 105 
cery, that this ane NMete was given Him, as a Se- 17 
curity for Preferment, and by chis abſolutely con- 703 
tradicted what he bal writ down in theſe Aue: 1 
And conſcquently, in the year 1749, He himſelf 14 
declared, upon his Cath, that the Particulars which ah 
tie had cdeliverately aiirmed, under his Hand, to þ j 

e true, in 1745, were aeliberate Fa.ſpoods, as truly ft 
and etfectually, as if He had Swern ſo, in ex- 10 

preſs Words. Needs there one Word more to 
1 the Wickedneſs of theſe Auſchers? Or, need Bt 
I lo muchas obſer ve, that it is impolſible to be true, hy 

nat He ever called upon Me one, to demand the l 
Contents of fach a Nole; or that any one Paiticular, 1 
here mentioned, could paſs between us, concerning 1 
a Note, of which He himſelt has not been able, I 


through m my Years, to ſpeak without ſuch Self- 
contradictions, as ſufficiently prove it never to have 


been ſigned by Me. 


2 
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V. The fifih Period is from September 1747 
to June 1, 1749. 

In the Beginning of October 1747, when I firſt 
heard of Mr. Chevallicr's Favour to Fournier, I 
v rote to that Gentleman upon the S,; and, after 

ſome other Letters had paſſed, I received from Him 
one dated in December 1747, with an Account of the 
Note copied from a Paper of Fournier's own Hand- 
writing, given him, (with Aſſeverations of it's 
Truth,) by Fournier himſelf, to be ſent to Me. 1 
have entered very particularly into this, in the fore- 
going Letter to Mr. Chevalier: to which, there- 
fore, I refer the Reader. He will there ſee that the 
Note, which, according to the Account given to 
this Gentleman by Fournier, in 1743, or 1744, 
was a Note for Security of Preferment, and 20. abſo- 
Jutely for the Money, was now declared to this ſame 
Gentleman, to be a Note abſolutely for the Money 
named in it, and xt for the Security of Preferment: 
And alſo, that the fve Guimeas, which were a Gift, 
or Preſent, in his Stories of 1740 and 1741, to Dr. 
Le Moine, and Mr. Maynard, were now, in 1747, 
turned into a Debt, and paid, as ſuch, by Me to 


Him. 


VI. The fixth Period is from June 1, 1748, to 
| Auguſt 1751. 
1. The frff Tad within this Time, which I ſhall 


mention, is the Publication of a ſhameleſs Libel, (no 
one can doubt, by Fcurner's Order,) under the Form 
of an Ado ertiſement in the General Evening Poſt, June 
7, 1748; which News-paper was incloſed ina Let- 
ter to Me, by the Poſt, written in a Lawyer's Hand 
and Style. In the Advertiſement I was plainly pointed 
out; and as many Falſhoods aſſerted as could well 


be crowded into ſuch a Compaſs. In the Letter I 
| Was 


. is WET Gar 
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was ſtill more abuſed; and it was concluded with 
theſe Words, “ I am, therefore, ordered to in- 
* form your Lordſhip, that, if this Advertiſement 
«© don't produce the proper Effect, this Caſe muſt 
ebe laid before my Lord Chancellor for his Lord- 
„ ſhip's Animadverſion.” And then, after more 
Rudeneſs, the Writer very ingeniouſly ſubſcribes 
the Word Nogop v. 

2. Upon this I thought it high Time to cite 
Fournier into this Court of his own chooſing, by a 
Bill filed in Chancery, June 21, 1748; in which 
He was required to give a full Account of the ſaid 
Note. But, though he knew as much of the 
Note itſelf, and of the Way of his coming to have 
It, the firſt Moment after it's Creation, as he could 
at any Time afterwards; yet He delayed to put 1g 
a is Anſwer, for near twelve Months. And, what 

5 more remarkable, juſt before He put it into Court, 

by thought fit to apply to me in ſo extraordinary a 

Zanner, as to induce Me to give a very Pparti- 

cular Account of a Tranſa5ion, which is not 
much known; and yet deſerves as much to be 
known, as any Part of Fournier's whole Beha- 
viour. 

3. On April 29, 1749, a Letter writ by Four - 
nier himſelf, in Eng liſh, was brought to Me, by 
one Mr. Harding, who told Me, He » was an Attorney 
in Dagget's Court, Moor-fields. A Copy of the 
Letter, here follows, Word for Word. 


« My Lornp, 

* Incloſed I ſend you a Copy of my Anſwer, in- 
*. tended to be put in to your Lordſhip's Bill filed 
„ againſt Me. But if, inſtead thereof, it is agree- 
« able to your Lordſhip that the Note ſhould be 
<« Geſtroyed in your Preſence, I have given Orders 
to the Perſon who attends herewith, fo to do. 
And, to end this Affair, I hope your Lordſhip 


_ 


G 2 vill 


66 - "APPENDALE. 


% will order the Caveats lodged againſt Me to be 
& ſubducted, and all Proceedings in the Suit ſtayed; 
& and that your Lord{hip will conſider the Diſad— 
“ vantagesI have {ufjered upon this Account; and 
« reſt your Lordſhip's obedient, but diſtreſſed, 
„„ humble Servant, 
London, April 
29,1749. 


I rejected his Propeſal, chicfly becauſe his Letter 
had not one Word in it of any Acknowledgment of 
his Guilt in the Matter of the Note; but till left 
upon Me the Imputation of ſigning it: and alſo ex- 
prefſed ſome Hopes of Favours from Me; which he 
might afterwards pretend to have been the Conditicy 
upon which he gave up the Note, Upon my re- 
fuling to accept his Offer, He ſent Me another 
Letter, by the ſame Perſon, in which he only vouch- 
ſafed to aſſure Me, that I ſhould have no Reaſon to 
complain of his Behaviour for the future, But, as 
He made no Acknowledgment of any Fault in 
what was pas; and alſo left himſelf ſtill at Liberty 
to ſay, or act, whatever he himſelt ſhould judge, or 
pretend, could not juſtly give me any KRee/en to 
complain; the Propoſal was again rejected. 

He was now under the Dread of the ga C aer 
quences of a Preceſs of Contempt, on Account ot the 
Delay of his Anſwer. And therefore, as ſoon as He 
could get it ſigned by a proper Perſon, He put it 
into Chancery, under the ſolemn Sanction of an 
Oath, on, or about, May 24, 1749. 

The [ alſhoods to which He has, in a moſt ſhocking 
Manner, ſworn, are ſo many in this Ane ], that 
to lay them before the Reader would be to tranſcribe 
almoſt every Sentence and Word of it. I ſhall 
only therefore, obſerve what is ſufficient to my 


Purpoſe. 


* 


Bernard Fournicr,” 


1. I hat 
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1. That the Part of it, relating to the Dean of 
Jeiſey's Notes for Money, and the Intimacy between 
{lim and Me; has been declared to be abſolutely 
falle, and the Notes a Forgery, upon the Oath of the 
faid Dean: to which Furnier has never made the 
lcaſt Reply. | 
2. That the many Fas ſworn to, in this Anſwer, 
relating to Me, and my Note, (fo called) and to 
my Letters, and repeated in his Croſs Bill, with 
great Particularity, have been declared and — 
by Me, to be abſolute Falſbcods, in my Anſwer to 
that Bill, delivered into Court, according to Cuſtom, 
upon Honour: which is eſteemed of the ſame Force 
as if delivered upon Oath. To this alſo he never 
made the leaſt Reply; but left his many Inventions, 
(for which he did not produce any Evidence, but his 
own Word, nor any Mitneſs but Himſelf,) ro ſhitt for 
themſelves. And this is a good Argument that he 
had nothing to reply. Theſe Fa&s have alſo, many 
of them, been occaſionally handled and contutcd in 
the foregoing Pages. But the chief Olſervation, 
eNential to my preſent Purpoſe, I mult not omit: 
Which is, 


3. That the promiſſory Note over my Name, 


which, in 1743, or 44, was affirmed, by his own _ 


Mouth, to Mr. Chevalier, to have been given for Se- 
curity of Preferment , and in 1747, in the Account gi- 
ven to the ſame Mr, Chevallier, by Him, under his own 
Hand, was turned into an abivlute Money Note, for 
the Sum named in it; was now, in this Anſwer upon 
Oath, turned back again into a Note for Security of Pre- 
ferment only. And, agreeably tothis, the fpveGnineas, 
which, in 1747, were affirmed to Mr, Ch:vallzer, 
to be paid by Me to Him, as a Debt, in Part of che 
Sum named in the Note, were now, in this Anſwer, 
declared upon Oath to have been given to Him 
by Me; i. e. act paid to Him as a Debt. To 
return, 
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4. After reading Fournier's Letter, brought to 
Me by Mr. H. I deſired to ſee the Nete mentioned 
in it. And, upon taking it into my Hands, and 
viewing it carefully, I immediately ſaw (as I then 
thought, and till think) that it was et the ſame 
Note, which was brought to Me by Mr. Yell, in 
January 1741-2. The Reaſons for my thinking ſo 
now follow, 

The Note brought to me by Mr. Tyrel/ in 1741-2, 
was in my Poſſeſſion above three Weeks , in all 
which Time the Nature of the Affair made it im- 
poſſible for Me not to view and examine 1t, and all 
its Circumſtances, with the utmoſt Exactnels. I pre- _ 
ſently took it from the Paper to wnich it was paſted ; 
the Paſte being not dry when it was delivered to 
Me. And I could not then avoid obſerving that, 
in taking it off from the other Paper, it ſtuck a little; 
and therefore was a little 2%, or jagged, at the right 
hand Edge, at Botrorn, It was impoſſible for me 
afterwards to forget this Circumtcance, not only be- 
cauſe it was ſo remarkable in itſelf, and done by 
myſelf; but, becauſe I was often put in mind of. it 
by Fournier's Affirmations of it in his Converſations 
reported to Me; and more plainly by his own ex- 
preſs Words in his Paper delivered to Mr. Chevallier 
in 1747, already mentioned. I allo tcok notice, 
at firſt Sight of it, that the e with which my 
Name appeared to be writ under the ſaid Note was 
much of the ſame Colour with the Note itſell, writ 
by Fournier over it; which Circumftance I could 
not forget, as Fournier had inſultingly called it to 
my Remembrance in his Lelter to myſelt in 1743. 

As ſoon as ] had well viewed the laid Note brought 
to me, by Mr. Hreil, in 1741-2, I ſuſpected that 
the Scrap of Paper upon which the ſaid Nete was 
writ, had been taken from the Outſide Direction of 
one of my Leticrs to Furnier from Farnham, in 
Summer 1740. And, ina few Days, | was more 

perſuaded 
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perſuaded of this, when I ſaw ee of the / Letters 
lo writ to Fournier, and returned to me by Mr 
Maynard, to be without their Covers, or Directions; 
In which Directions, at that Time, the Word Free 
always ſtood over my Name, and a {mall Hook was 


always put alter it, in this Manner, Free 
B. Wincheſter] 


] was therefore led by this to look, with the utmoſt 
Care, upon the Place juſt over my Name in the 
Note, where the Word Free muſt have ſtood, 
ſuppoſing it the Direction of a Letter: For that 
Nord was abſolutely neceſſary to be put out of 
Sight, or eraſed, in order to perfect ſuch a Note. 
And by repeated Views I ſaw, too plainly to be 
doubted of, a hin Place, which I judged to be a Ra- 
. fure, J alſo as plainly ſaw another thin Place (or Ra- 
ſure) where the ſaid ook uſed to be after my Name. 

Another Obſervation I then made; viz. that al- 
moſt all the Figures in the Date of the Year put to 
the Note [viz. 1740.] were carried into that thin 
Place over my Name; and that they were made of 
a Size not proportionable to the Smal/reſs of the Cha- 
rafter, in which the Words of the Note itſelf were 
writ; ſo as the better to fill that u Space: and 
therefore were the more remarkable, and indeed 
ſeemed to Me to be contrived fo, that the Raſure 


might be the leſs obſerved. At the ſame time 


took particular Notice that the upper Edge of the 
ſaid Note was uneven and rough, anc, in a few 
Places, appeared to have very ſmall Dots, or Marks, 
like the B:ttoms of ſome Letters, as if it had been 
ſevered trom a Paper in which there had been Writ- 
ing above theſe Dots, near enough to be inconve- 
nient for Note-makiag, And ſuch there mult have 
been in any Direction of a Letter. Nor can the Al- 
teration of this upper Edge afterwards, by making 
it ſmooth, and cutting off theſe ugly Marks of 
Letters, at all affect the truth of this Ol ſerva- 
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tion: which is alſo particularly confirmed by the 
Depoſition of Dr. Le Moine, in the Cauſe, concerning 
the Note which was ſhewn to Him by Fournier, in 
the Years 1740 and 1741. 

Having thus oblerved my Care and particular 
Attention with Relation to the Note, brought to 
me by Mr. Tyrell, in 1741-2; | will now relate 
the Care I took not to be deceived in my Obſer- 
vations upon the Note of the ſame Purport, which 

was brought to Me by Mr Jlardiug, April 29, 1749. 

When I had the faid N-e in my Hinds, I ex- 
amined it, and carefully viewed it to the Light; 
and then, for the ſame Purpoſe, I took it a ſecond 
Time into my Hands. Upon this careful View and 
Review, I ſaw plainly the fame Sort of 15: Places, 
in the ſarne critical Parts of the Peper, on which 
this promiſſory Note was writ, which I had ſeen in 
that brought to me in 1741-2: And PFs 
the thin Place over my Name, and another juſt after 
it: which Vn Places and others, ſeen and acknow- 
ledged by Mr. Harding, were attributed by him to 
the original ale of the Paper. For this. it ſeems, 
was ſo prov: :Cently made, as to be originally furnim— 
ed with Lg ſe thin Spots, exactly in the Places where 
the Note-maker muſt, gon my picſen Suppoſition, 
have made Raſures, if the Peper-marer had not thus 
nappily contrived tor 8555 

And, as I took the 7v:re into my Hands 1evice, at 
leaſt; and viewed ir over "and over again, with a 
deliderate Regard to this Point, that the Note 
brought to Me in 1741-2, Wis a little ru ar the 
right hand Corner at Bottom, b My taking it from 
another Paper; Iapprchend ti. , in this Caſe thus cir- 
cumſtanced, could not be deceived in this Fa, of 
which He-, 57 is the proper Judge, viz. that thi; 
Note, or Paper, brought tw me by Mr. Harding. 
April 29, 1749, was not esu at all towards the 

[ac 
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ſaid Right Hand Corner; nor indeed, in any other 
Parr. 

[ alſo plainly ſaw, by repeated Views, that, in 
this Note brought to me by Mr. Harding, Four- 
nien had managed the Writing of it fo, that the 
laſt Figure only of the Year 1740, [VIZ, O.] 
Was brought into the % Place (or Reſure) which 
was jult over my Name, B. Z7uchester, I allo 
tound by my Senies that the per Lage of the ſaid 
Note lent by Mr. Hoard'ng ein 1749, was perfectly 
ſmnooih, and even, and clear hom any Marks of 
the Bottoms of Letters, which iſawinthatof 1741-2. 
Nor could I help ſeeing : nd obſerving that the 
Ink vith which my Ame appeared to be writ 
under the Note brought me by Mr. Harding, was 
remaikably blacker than the Ink with which Fours 
nier had writ the Nolte over it. 
| therefore, upon the Sight and repeated View 
af theſe Appearances, {which I afarm, to the beſt of 
Cbſervation and Rememorance, to be exactly 
ſuch as I have repreſented,) could not but argue, 
That a Piece of Pap er, or Note, ſent to me in 1749, 
not torn in any. Part of it, COUl not be the Piece of 
Pancy, or Note, lent to me in 1741-2, which I 
my ict then tore, by taking it from another Paper, 
and fent back fo fern to Fournier's Wife: Nay, 
vhich he himtelt had for many Years afterwards 
in his own Poflefion, known to, and affirmed 
by, himfeli, ro be ſo hn. Upon the fame Evi— 
dence J argue, that a Note in which the one 
ouly Figure of (o) in the Date Of tne Year was 


writ in the hin Place over ny Name, could not poſ- | 


hoiy be the Note or Paper in which almoſt all the 
Figures (1740) were writ in the tn Place over my 
Name: and ao, that a %%% under witch my Name 


(B. Win bester) appeare April 29, 1749, in much 


Slacker Ink than that of the Note itleli writ over it 


by 
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by Fournier, could not poſſibly be the very Note 
under which my Name appeared, January 1741-2, 
in near the ſame coloured Ink with the Note itſelf: 
And that a Note perfectly ſmooth and even, in 1749, 
and without any the leaſt Marks of the Bottoms of 
Letters, on the top Edge, could not poſſibly 
be the Note, unaltered, which was ſeen in 1741-2, 
plainly to be rough, uneven, and with little Dots on 
the ſaid Top-edge. I have here added the Word 
4naltered, becauſe I do not mean to deny that it 
might be, in a good Senſe, the ſame Note which ! 
{aw in 1741, though the upper Edge has been ſince 
made Even. And when 1uch Alteration ſhall be 
owned, Iam ready to acknowledge this alone not 
to be a certain Proof of the Difference of the Notes. 
But this will never be owned, becauſe it muſt be 
thought utterly unjuſtifiable in any Man, poſſeſſed 
of a conteſted Money-note, to alter the Appearance 
of any one particular Circumſtance which once be- 
| longed to it, before it comes to a due, or legal, Exa- 
mination ; and beczuſe, whoever is found to do 
this, will always be juſtly thought, or ſtrongly 
ſuſpected, to be the Forger of ſuch Note. 

From theſe real Differences in the two aforeſaid 
Notes, aſſured to me by my Senſes, I then conclud- 
ed; and ſtil] conclude, that the Note brought to 
me by Mr. Harding, April 29, 1749, was not the 
Note, which was brought to me by Mr. Hel in 
January 1741-2, but a different Note, though to 
the ſame Purpoſe, in the ſame Words, and of the 
ſame Date. 

It is here proper to obſerve that, ſoon after Four- 
nier had, in his Anſwer, declared Himſelf to have 
the ſaid promiſſory Note in his Poſſeſſion, a Motion 
was made, on my Part, that the Lord Chancellor 
would pleaſe to order the Note to be produced, 
and lodged in Court; and that, upon this Motion, 

an 
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an Order was made, That it ſhould be lodf$cd 
* in the Hands of (Mr. Dowſe) Fournier's Clerk in 
* Court for the Inſpection of the Biſhop of Hin- 
* cheſter, and his Agents.” As ſoon as I could, 
after I knew that the Note was fo depolited, | did 
with the utmoſt Care view and examine it, in Mr. 
Deowſe's Preſence; and, by the ſame Evidence of 
my Eye-fight, I was fully pertuaded, and am {till 
{o, that this Note, which 1 ſhall call Mr. Dow/e's 
Note, was, in ſeveral Circumſtances, quite different 
from that brought to Me by Mr. Harding. I ſhall 
now lay thele before the Reader. 

Vin, the Paper on which Mr. Dowſe's Note (A) 
was writ did not appear fo fair, or ſo clean, or quite 
ſo large, as the Paper of Mr. Harding's Note. Se- 
cond'y, Mr. Dowje's Note (A) appeared to the 
FEye-light moſt olaigly to be 7077 in the Place men- 
tianed; whereas Mr. Harding's Note was not torn 


in that, or any other Part, Thirdly, In Mr. Dowſe's 


Note(A) almoſt all the Figures 1740, were writ 
in tne in Part, or Raſure, over my Name, B. 
I/1nchefler , whereas in Mr. Harding's Note the laſt 
only of them [viz. o.] was writ in the {bin Place, or 
Naſure, juſt over my ſaid Name. Fourthly, the 
Ink with which B. Wincheſter appears to have been 
writ in Mr. Dowſe's Note, is not very ſenſibly difte- 

rent in it's Colour from that in which Fournier has 
writ. the Note over it; whereas, in Mr. Harding's 
Note, the Ink with which the Name B. F/7nchejter 
had been writ, was remarkably Sacher than the Ink 
with which the Note itſeif was written over it by 
Fournier. From all which Circumſtances it appeared 
to me plainly, that, though Mr. Dow/e's Note (A) 
might pofiibly be the lame Note which was tent 
to me in January 1741-23 ſuppoſing Furnier 
to have been to bold as aiterwards to make the 


rough Edge, at Top, even; yet it could not pol- 
ſibly 
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fibly be the ſame Note, which was brought to Me 
by Mr. Harding in 1749. 

That the whole of what J have to ſay, for Proof 
of this remarkable and material Point now before 
us, may appear at once, I will here add the 7ef7- 
mony of Mr. Harding himſelf. About the beginning 
of Ofober 1749, as near as I can remember, I wrote 
to him, amongſt other Things, this Inquiry, 
„ Whether he did not agree that the Note He 
e brought to Me was a plain Note, not folded, man- 
„ pled, nor torn at all in any Part.” To this his 
Anſwer, October 10, 1749, was in theſe Words; 
«© My Lord, Iremember that the Note was wrote 
% upon a ſmall Piece of Paper, very legible, not 
folded, mangled or tern, unleſs the Spots which 
« appeared therein pale and hia on holding the 
“ fame up to the Light.“ Now from this Teſti- 
mony, which was given, as He aſſured me in a 
ſecond Letter, aiter a careful Attention and Recol— 
lection of Particulars, (for the great Labour of 
which Recollection, he let me know He expected 
to be paid) it is to be argued unanſwerably, that 
Mr. Harding's Note, and Mr. Dowſe's Note, were 
two different Notes, on the following Accounts. 

1. Mr. Hardinz*s Note, according to Himſelf, 
had pale, or thin, Places in it; but, beſides theſe, no 
one Place in it mangled or 7977; whereas Mr. 
Dewſe's Note had the like pale, or thin, Places in it, 
and, . beſides theſe, it had a Place at the Bottom of 
the right hand Edge, viſibly tern, in or near which 
torn Part, there is no thin Place at all. 2. The 
pale, or thin, Places in Mr, Harding*s Note could not 
be ſcen without holding it up to the Light, which 
he makes neceffary for ſeeing them; whereas the 
tern Place in Mr. Dowſe's Note is very viſible to 
every Eye, as it lies flat; and, without holding it 
up to the Light, appears fern at firſt Sight: and 
therefore, cannot be one of thoſe thin Places not to 
be teen without hold ing the Nete up to the Light. 
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3. The thin, or pale, Places in Mr. Harding's Note, 


were not in the leaſt Degree torn; but appeared as 
whole, as any other Parts of the Paper, even when 
held up to the Light: which Mr. I. himſelf effectu- 
ally acknowledged, when he ſuppoſed them to be 
- tiginally in the Paper at it's firſt Formation. And, 
as Mr. Harding has teſtified, under his Hand, that 
the Note he brought to me was net torn, unleſs thoſe 
thin Places, as his Words are; (which thin Places were 
not torn at all;) it muſt follow, that the ſaid Note 
brought by Mir. {Tarding to me was not zorn at all, 
in any one Part of it; whereas Mr. Dowſe's Note (A) 
is literally and viſibly tern in one certain Part of it. 
4. This torn Place in Mr. Dew/e's Note (A) could 
not but be known to Mr. Har dive himſelf, when, be- 
fore his Examination in the Cauſe, he ſaw and exa- 
mined Mr. Dew/e's Note, and could not but then fee 
this remarkable ora Corner of the ſaid Note; becauſe 
it had been ſo torn ever fince Fanuary 1741-2, (as 
Ar. {Harding himſelf had been informed) many Years 
>ctore it was delivered by Fournier to Mr. Dowſe. 
From theſe foregoing Particulars, I ſay, it appears 
moit evident, that the Note (A) delivered to Mr. 
Dewſe by Fournier, could not be the Note brought 
to Me by Mr. Harding. 

What I have now laid about the different Ap— 
pearances upon the Note, brought to me by Mr. 
Tyrell, in Januaty 1741-2, as alio of that depoſited 
in Mr. Dowſe's Hands, from the Nete brought to 


me by Mr. Harding, April 29, 1749, is a morethan 


ſufficient Juſtification of Thoſe who adviſed me to 
file a ſupplemental Bill, which was done on or about 
Sept. 4, 1749, to repreſent what I had reaſon to 
think true; and to oblige Fournier to declare whether 
he had not more promiſſory Notes than che, written 
over my Name to the ſame Purpole; and particularly, 
whether the Note, brought to me by Mr. Harding, 
was the ſame Nee which had been delivered to 
Mr. Dow/e, &c. 


Fournier, 
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Fournier, in his Anſwer to this ſupplemental Bill, 
ſworn to by Him at Ipſwich, Dec. 1 5, 1749, affirms, 
That he neither has now, nor ever had, any Note 
of that Kind, with my Name to it, but that oe, 
then in Mr. Dowſe's Hands: That the ſaid Noze, 
then in Mr. Dcwſe*'s Hands, is the very Note-? 
which was brought to, and left with me, in 
January 1741-2, and was returned torn to his 
Wite; and the very ſame Note which he ſent by 
Mr. Harding to me, April 29, 1749. To which 
he adds, what is very remarkable, That “ He did 
e not believe Mr. Harding ſhewed me any other 
& Note, unleſs it might be a Copy of that.” 

Here Iniquity ſeems to have overſhot itſelf. It 
can hardly be conceived that ſuch a Thought as 
this could come into Feurnier's Head, unleſs he 
knew that there were exiſting ſeveral ſuch Papers in 
the Form of Notes over my Name; and all of 215 
own Hand-writing, And indeed, his introducing 
this into his Oath, without any other apparent 
Reaton, ſeems to me to have been meant, in order 
to a Salvo, or an ecaſte Anſcver to the Quęſtion now 
before us; dig. that he might, if Proof ſhould 
at any Time appear of ſeveral ſuch Papers, pretend 
that the others, all except one, were only Copies of 
that exe, At leaſt, I muſt think it ſo intended, till 
ſomebody ſhews me any other Reaſon in the Worid 
for his putting this Sappaſftion into his Oath. Ne 
one will ſay, he did it with Deſign to lay a moſt 
injamous Imputation upon his Agent, of forging, a 
Copy to cheat me with, inſtead of the Original. This 
is the Way in which Fournier himſelf has thought 
fir to declare, upon Oath, againſt the Exiſtence of 
more than one promiſſory Note over my Name. 

But it ought not to be hid from the Reader, that 
Mr. Harding alſo, in his Examination on the Part of 
Fournier, when Mr. Dewſe's Note (A) was again 
ſhewn to him, declared upon his Oath, that bow 

[Note 
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Note ( A) was the very Note which he himſelf 


brought to me on April 29, 1749. | 

For my own Part, I am fully perſuaded that the 
politive Evidence I have produced to the contrary, 
taken from Fas, and viſible Marks of Diſtinction, 
are too ſtrong for the Oath of any one; and much 
more ſo, for the Oath of Fournier, who had, many 
Years before, been charged, in open Court, with the 
Forgery of four Notes, and the Perjury of ſwearing to 
them; and who choſe to fly from the Cauſe, and to 
leave himſelf under the Charadter of a Man wil- 
fully forſworn: whoſe Oath therefore can, after this, 
never be of the leaſt Value, till that Charge be diſ- 
proved. 

As to Mr. Harding, as far as I have heard, the 
only Reaſon he ever gave for his ſwearing Mr. 
Dowſe's Note to be the very Note, which he brought 
to me, April 29, 1749; was, that Mr. Dowſe's 
Note had the ſame Sort of thin Places in it, and 
ſeemingly in the ſame Parts of the Note, which 
were in the Note he brought to Me. But, who 


does not know, that, ſuppoſing them 7wo different. 


Notes, they not only might, but muſt, have had 
the ſame hin Places, or Raſures, neceſſary to their 
Perfection; as being both taken from Covers, or 
Directions, of two different Letters; and therefore 
having Words, in nearly the very fame Parts of 
thoſe Directions, zeceſſary to be eraſed for the Pur- 
poſe of a Money-note ? But, without this Obſer- 
vation, it may be unanſwerably urged, that zheſe 
and many more ſuch Similitudes in the Note (A) 
cannot poſſibly prove it to be the Note brought 
to Me, by Mr. H. in 1749, if it wants only that 
one particular Mark, dz. the right hand Cor- 
ner toru: And conſequently, that a thouſand 
Oaths of Mr. Harding cannot make a Note, or 


Paper, not torn in the ſaid Corner, to be a Note or 


Paper, 
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Paper, having the ſaid Iieneſſes, or thin Places; and, 
beſides theſe, being viſibly torn in that one certain 
Place. Nor can I think, there is a ſingle Man, who 
will not rather chooſe to believe Mr. Hardmg's Tejii- 
mony, naturaily given in a private Letter; viz. that 
his Note was not 7077: in any Part; and conſequently 
coul.t not be the Note vicibly fora at one Corner; 
before nis Teſtimony, though upon Oath, that a Note 
not tin, was a Note torn. 

Iwill now add. for farther Proof that Fournier 
had formed, and kept in his Poſſeſſion, more ſuch 
Notes than one, that Dr, Le Moine, and Mr. Rant, 
have both depoſed in the Cauſe, with great Poſi— 
tiveneſs, that the Vere which One of them often 
ſaw in 1740 and 1741; and the Other carefully 
viewed in 1745, was not Mr. Dezwſe's Vote (A) 
ſhewn to them in their Examination. Dr. Le Moine 
affirms upon his Oath, that He never ſaw the 
ſaid Note (A) before his Examination: though it 
be plain He had ſeen a Note to the fame Purpoſe. 
Mr. Rant iwears that Mr. Dew/e's Note (A) was 
never produced to Lim by Fournier; and that the 
prenmafſery Note, ſhewn to im, was different from 
It, in ſeveral Circumſtances by Him nas = IF, 
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Maznard has ſworn alſo to the very particu -r Rea— 
ſons and Marks, which make him rather think that 
Mr. Dewſe's Nose (A) is net the Note which he ſaw 
in 1740, and deiivered to Mr, Yyrell to bring to me 
in January 1741-2. 

From this Evidence given by ſuch Witneſies, 
and from what I myſelt have here argued, I think, 
it may juſtly be concluded, that Fournier had more 
than che, or 70, ſuch premiſſory Notes over my Name, 
for the fame Sum, and of the ſame Date; notwith- 
ſtanding what he has been pleaſed to fear. 

Jam confirmed in this Judgment, ſtill more, by 
calling to mind the two following remarkable Cir- 
cumſtances: That, When he conſented to fead me 
| | bac | 
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back the / Letters I wrote to Him from Farnham, 


Three of them were returned to me, without their 


Directions, and conſequently without my Name; 
which Name was neceſſary to ſuch a Note as he 
has produced: and that heſe three Directions, which 
he did not ſend Me, were the only Directions of the 
ſix that could be made uſe of for Note- mating. And 
if any Perſon can poſſibly invent a Reaſon for his 
keeping back from Me the Directions of theſe three, 
unleſs this one, that he had made uſe of theſe, to 

try his Skill in Note- making; or was determined to 
do ſo; I do not deſire Him to think as I do. If 
it ſhould be aſked, for what end, or with what view, 
he could think of attempting to form ſeveral 
ſuch Notes? Theſe Reaſons offer themſelves: viz. 
that if ne did not ſucceed, another might: Or, if 
all ſucceeded tolerably, that he might have it in 
his Power to produce, either in private or public, 


which of ſuch ſeveral Notes ſhould be judged by 


Him, at the Time, to have the beſt and moſt unex- 
ceptionable Appearance, 

I have been the. longer upon this particular 
Charge againſt Fournier, which, Iam fully perſuad- 
ed, is juſt; becauſe, as it was not, and could not 
be, made a Part of the public Pleadings in the 
Cauſe, it ſeemed the more neceſſary to ſtate and ex- 
plain it to thoſe Many, who never perhaps heard 
any thing of the Grounds of it before. 


As, in this Period, the Promiſſory Note itſelf was 
delivered into Court; it will be proper here to make 
ſome Obſervations about the bad and ſuſpicions 

Appearances upon the Face of it. I have already 
unavoidably mentioned ſome. But I may be allowed 
to repeat them, ſince I am now going to make uſe 
of them for another and more general Purpoſe. 

That I wrote ſeveral Letters from Farnham to 
Him at London, is paſt Doubt. He himſelf acknow- 


H ledges 


— —— — — 


a ee 
—— — 


114 KAPPEN DIX. 


ledges jt; nay, contends for it: And I have % 
now in my Poſſeſſion, returned to Me by Him. 
That I /ranted them all, and put my Name on their 
Directions, I cannot prove by Witneſſes ; becauſe 
no one ever calls Witneſſes to the frenking of his 
Letters. It is encugh to ſay, that it was my con- 
ſtant Cuſtom to do it to «ll; and, particularly 
with regard to theſe {x revatned to me, that 
Three of them had, and ſtil] have, their Directions with 
my Name and Frank, on the left Side at bottom, 
in the Manner in which I always uſed to frank my 
Letters before his Attempt taught me otherwiſe; and 
that the three others were ſent back to Me witbout 
their Directions and Franks. For I believe, every 
one will conclude from hence, that theſe other three 
had alſo once Directions upon them to convey them 
to Fournier; and that theſe Direfions had the Word 
Free upon them, with my Næme at the Bottom. 

This alone, therefore, being granted; I will go 
on to obſcrve thoſe bad Appearances upon the Note 
itſelf, which may induce us to believe that it was 
| formed and faſhioned from one of theſe Covers, or 
Directions, which He kept in his own Poſſeſſion, 
when He ſent Me the others: and conſequently, 
that it was a groſs Fraud and Contrivance of his 
own. And in order to this, I will now ſhew That 
there are the very fame Marks and Appearances upon 
this promiſſory Nete (A) delivered into Court by 
Fournier, which there muſt and would have been, 
it He had taken the Paper he made uſe of, from 
the Cover, or Direction, of one of my T afters. with 
my Name upon it, and the word Free over my 
Name. For inſtance, 


1. In this Caſe, He could not s uſe of this 
Direction for his Purpoſe, without putting out of 
Sight the Word Free over my Name, and the Hook 
after it: and this could not be done but by a Ra- 


ſure, which mult leave a thin place where they ſtood, 
Accord- 
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Accordingly, there is a hin Place to be ſeen over my 
Name, and another where the Hoc uſed to be. 

2. Thoſe Words of the Direction which came too 
much in the Way of Note making, and which could 
not but ſtand where it was neceſſary for ſome of the 
Words of the Note to ſtand, muſt, in the preſent 
Cale, be allo removed ; and the Part of the Paper 
from whence they were removed prepared for freſh 
Writing. And this could not be done without 
eraſing them; and uling ſome little Art ſor fitting 
the Paper, after ſuch Eraſure, to bear the newWords, 
which were to be writ upon it. And accordingly, 
there are plain Tokens of a larger Eraſure than the 


former, and higher in the Note. And (as thoſe 


who are uſed to ſuch Appearances ſay,) plain 
Marks of the Paper being pounced, or ſome how 
prepared, in order to prevent the Ink with which 
the Note was to be writ, from ſinking into it; and 
from hence ſome little Difference of Colour in this 
Part, from other Parts of the ſame Note, may be 
obſerved. 

Upon theſe Accounts, the paſting this Note 
flat to another Piece of Paper, when it was 
ſent to Me in 1741-2, which He himſelf acknow- 
ledges, may reaſonably be ſuppoſed to be intended 
particularly for the hiding of ſuch Eraſures : which 
indeed it muſt, in great Meaſure, have covered 
from the Sight, if the Paſte had been too dry to 
have hindered me from ſeparating it from the other 


Paper. And ſo alſo, the bringing in almoſt all 
the Figures (1740) into the thin Place over my 


Name, and making their Characters ſo large as they 
are in this Note, may juſtly be thought deſigned 
for the better preventing the Eye from obſerving 
that particular Raſure fo filled. And both theſe 
Fas are not inſignificant Proofs of the Reality of 
all the Reſures here mentioned, 

H 2 „ . Upon 
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3. Upon the preſent Suppoſition, it was impoſſi- 
ble for Fournier to have any other Paper to write 
his Note upon, than ſuch a Screp, as that Part of 
the Direction which had my Name under it, and 
what could be found to the left hand of this, when 
unfolded and laid open, would afford him for the 
Purpoſe. And accordingly, the Note is writ upon 
Juſt ſuch a Scrap of Paper as it muſt have been, had 
it been ſo formed: the Length of it being four 
Inches, three Quarters, and a little more; and the 
Breadth of it two Inches and a Quarter. 

4. The following Obſervation particularly deſerves 
a place here, viz. That Fournier could not make uſe 
of the Direction of a Letter of mine, in the Manner 
now ſuppoſed, without taking into his Note, the 
Mark, or Trace, of a Fold, which muſt always be in 
Letters, when made up in order to be directed and 
franked. And accordingly, a Mark of ſuch a Fold ſtill 
manifeſtly ſhews itſelf in this Note. And if the Note 
were actually folded as this Mark directs, the Words 
of the Note would be left on the Outſide of the Pa- 
JI Ilt appears at the left Hand, pretty cloſe to 
tne Place where my Name and the Word Free over 
it, muſt have ſtood, upon the preſent Suppoſition. 
What I mean will appear plainly to any one, from 
the Sight of a Letter folded up, as for the Poſt; 
and franked on the left Hand at bottom : which, 
if it be unfolded and ſpread open with the Direction 
outwards, will ſhew the back Part, or Trace, of 
ſuch a Fold. It would have been exceedingly con- 
venient for the Note-maker to have got rid of ſo odd 
an Appearance as this. And the Reaſon why he 
left this unlucky Mark in the Note, could be no 
other, than becauſe he could not help it. For he 
could not make his Note from ſuch a Direction of 
a Letter, without taking this Mark of a Fold 
into it, becauſe he wanted that Quantity of Pa- 
per to the 4% Hand of the Frank, where this Mark 
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was, in order to write the Words of his Note com- 
pleatly. And ſuch a Mark of a Fold could not 
be eraſed ; nor indeed at all ſcraped; without be- 
ing made worſe. 

I will here add, That no one who has a Money- 
Note in his Poſſeſſion, ever chooſes: to, fold it fo 
as to leave the very Werds of the M e outward, 
andexpoſed toall Accidents: and that Fournier there- 
fore, could not be ſuppoſed, either after the Note 
was writ, or before, to fold the Paper himſelf in 
ſuch a Manner, as muſt turn the Yords, written, 
or to be written, upon it, outwards. Neither did 
He ever let it appear actually folded according to 
the Direction of this Mark; particularly, not when 
he delivered it into Court. And as it anſwers ex- 
actly to a Fold (to the left Hand of that Part where- 
on the Direction, and Frank, and Name, uſed to be 
writt) which 1/7 muſt be in Letters, or Covers, 
when made up for the Poſt; this Obſervation may 
juſtly help to confirm us in the Thought, that 
the Scrap of Paper upon which the Note (A) is 
written, and in which this Mark of ſuch a Fold ap- 
pears, was taken from one of thoſe Letters towhich 
ſuch Fold naturally belonged. | 

g. To all theſe very bad Appearances He added a 
new one at laſt, For when this Note was delivered, 
by Hournier's Order, to Mr. Dowſe, according to 
the Command of the Court, it was actually folded 
inwards, from the right Hand, and from the left, 
in two Folds, in a Manner, I believe, never ſeen 
before; eſpecially in the Caſe of a Money- Note writ 
upon ſo ſmall a Scrap of Paper. This muſt be Four- 
nier's own Act, or Order; and muſt be owing, (one 
may venture to ſay) to the Hope of making the 
Mark of an old Fold (which I hive juſt mentioned) 
or ſome other bad Appearance, to be leſs taken 
Notice of, than it might otherwiſe have been. For 
when I was permitted to fee it in 1741-2 it was Pa- 
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ed upon another Paper, as has often been ſaid by 
Fournier himſelf; and conſequently, was itſelf as flat 
a Piece of Paper as it could be made; and returned 
by me to his Wife not folded; and after that, ſhewn 
to All in Suffolk, and every where elſe, open, and not 
folded. Nay, ſo lately as 1749, when He was juſt 
going to put his Ay/wer into Chancery, the Note 
He then ſent to Me, as the very Note in Queſtion 
ang which Mr. Harding has ſworn to be the very 
Note (A), put afterwards into Mr. Dowſe's Hands; 
was uot folded, as Mr. Harding, who brought it to 
me, expreſsly affirms: and, therefore, muſt be al- 
lowed by Furnier himſelf, to have continued not 
folded, "till that critical Time when it was to appear 
in Court to be more nicely examined, What one 
Reaſon can be thought of, for playing this Trick 
with this Scrap of Paper, but the cue juſt now men- 
tioned? It is certain that real Money - Notes do not 
uſe to be ſo turned, and varied, in their Apearances: 
nor can be ſo, without raiſing a ſtrong Suſpicion of 
Fraud and wicked Contrivance. 

The foregoing Obſervations relate to the Marks 
of Fraud upon the Paper on which the Note is writt, 
The following will relate to the very Words of the 
Note. 

6. The little Piece of a Vord, Min: put aſter 
Fournier's Name, in the Note, may juſtly be num- 
bered amongſt the bad Appearances J am ſpeaking 
of : and, as ſmall a Matter as it ſeems ar firſt, 
may have ſome Force in proving the Note to 
be of his 'own contriving, and making, in a 
very proper Senſe, For the writing in the 
very Note itſelf, Mr. Bernard Fournier Min : [mean- 
ing Miniſter] muſt be his cn Act, or the Act 
of | Mr. Ruſjeil, who, He has ſworn, gave him the 
Form of the Nele: which Form, he aſſured Mr, 
Rant, under his Hand, Ie copied out, word by word. 
Now that this Word Min: was put into the Ferm 
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by Mr. Nulſſell, will hardly be believed by any one 
who conſiders that no Engliſh Man, eſpecially a 
Lawyer, is known to uſe the Word Miniſter on 
ſuch Occaſions ; but either tbe Reverend Mr. 
or the Word very common in the Forms of Law, 
Clerk; and that Mr, Ruſſell was an Attorney and an 
Engliſh nan. And if Mr. Ruſfell did not put it in, 
it follows unavoidably that Feurnier did. Add to 
this, That a Word, or Deſcription, very common 
amongſt the French Divines, and particularly 
Thoſe he moſt converſed with in England, might 
naturally offer itſelf to Fournier himſelf, in the form- 
ing of this Note: and that this will be more eaſily 


believed than that Mr. Ruſſell ſhould go out of the 


common way of his Countrymen, and Brethren of 
the Lazy, to ſeck for it, for the Uſe. of this particular 
Note. From hence it will follow alſo that the name 
Bernard Feurnier was not in the Form writ for Him 
by Mr. Rufſe!]: becauſe, if it had, either he Rev. 
before it, or Clerk after it, or Both, would have 
been inſerted by Mr. Fuel who knew Fournier's 
Profeſſion very well. What I now argue will be 
confirmed by what follows. For, as the Name of 
Mr. Ruſſell has been mentioned by Fournier himſelf, 
in his Anſwer upon Oath ; and has been now brought 
into the Hiſtory of this Note; I muſt ſay ſomething 
more material ſtill about Him, very agreeable 0 
the Subject now before us, though the Fa? hap- 
pen'd long before this Period of Lime. 

Whenthe Note over my Name came to be publickly 
talk'd of, amongſt Fournier's Acquaintance, a Per- 
ſon, who ſaid his Name was Ruſſe/!, came to my 
Houſe, and defired ro ſpeak with Me. In diſcourſe, 
He let me know that Fournier (whoſe Attorney He 
had been, in the Cauſe in the Common Pleas againſt 
the Dean of Jerſey, till he found Reaton to refuſe 
to go on,) had certainly framed a promiſſory Nate 
over my Name; and had done it by the Help of a 
H 4 Lein 
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Form of ſuch a Note which he had requeſted of 
Him; and of which He gave Me the following 
Account: viz. That Feurnier one day told Him, 
there was a Friend of His to whom a Man owed 
about five or fix Pounds, which he could not im- 
mediately pay, but was very willing to give Him 
a Note for, if he had a proper Form of ſuch a 
Note in the Hngiiſo Language: That upon this 
Mr. K. "get wrote down, and gave Him, the Form 
of ſuch a te for five or fr v Pounds : and that 
He was now p-1{uaced that, by the help of this 
Form, Fournier had writ the promiſſory Note in my 
Name, for a very great Suni. If I remember right, 
He offer'd to atteit upon Ot, at any proper Time, 
that he gave Fournier ſuch a Form. I am ſure, He 
added that He was now more and more convinced 
there was not living a worſe Man than Fournier; 
which he exprels'd in very groſs Words. But 
when I came to enquire after Him, at the proper 
Seaſon, I heard that Hle had been dead ſome time. 
Much the ſame was affirmed to a Friend, by the 
late Mr. Montignac, a French Clergyman at Mary bone, 
upon his Death-Bed, as the Account He had often 
heard from Mr. Ruſſell's own Mouth. All 1 can ſay, 
of my own Knowledge, is, that in Fact this is the 
Story which Mr. Ruſſel] himſelf told Me: and that 
the Time He named, when ſuch a Form was re- 
queſted, agreed very well with ail the Circum- 
ſtances of the Note in Queſtion. 

It is proper for me here to obſerve, that Four- 
nier, in his firſt Stories about the Note, in 1740 
and 41, to Dr. Le Moine and Mr. Maynard, did 
not mention any ſuch Tm of a Nete given Him by 
Mr. Ruſſell, and tranſcribed by Himſelf; nor, in- 
deed, till 1743, in his des to Me; and more 
plainly | in the Year 1745, in Anſwer to a Queſtion 

ropoſed to Him by Mr. Kant; as we have ſeen 
f But, on the contrary, affirmed to Dr, Le M. 
that 
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that the Note was written by Himſelf, upon the 
Spot, by my Order; and not ſo much as diclated by 
Me. Upon which account it was thought highly 
proper to enquire, in the Cauſe, about his writing 
readily, and ſpelling exactly, ſome of the difficult 
Words of the ſaid Note; and to ſhew it to be im- 
Poſſible. 

But when He comes to affirm that He wrote it 
from a Form given Him by an Attorney; and after- 
wards to ſwear that Mr. Ruſſel! was this Attorney 
the Cale is altered. For it is evident that He, 
who then knew a good deal of Engliſh, might take 
ſuch a Formot a Note for five or /ix pounds, as Mr, 
Ruſſell affirmed he gave him; and from thence, at 
his Leiſure, by the aſſiſtance of an Eugliſb and French 
Dictionary, write ſuch a Note as He has done over my 
Name, and ſpell the Words eight Thouſand eight Hun- 
dred, with ſuch helps, very well; preſerving the 
promiſſory Form, and the Words Valve received, and 
any other proper Words furniſned by Mr. Ruſſell, in 
the Form before mention'd. And, if we go farther, 
I am ſure there is a greater Probability that He 
would chooſe this way, than that He would alarm 
Mr. Ruſſell by deſiring a Form of a Promiſſory Note 
for ſo monſtrous a Sum as 8800. to be paid Him 
by Me: which would naturally have induced Mr. 
Ruſſe! to have come to Me immediately at the 
very time; and ſo, would at once have confounded 
his whole Scheme. This Story allo agrees exactly 
with what I have juſt now argued, that Min. for 
Miniſter, and the Name Bernard Fournier, were not 
in Mr. RuſſelPs Form: and is, indeed, perfectly 
conſiſtent with all other Fas; and, upon the 
whole, very credible. : 

7. Another bad Appearance upon the Face of the 
Note, is, that it is writ by Fournier himſelf. He 
never has denied, nor can He, that I myſelf was 
then capable of Writing a promiſſory Note. He has 
p | indeed, 
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indeed, the Aſſurance to ſay that I choſe not to write 
it myſelf, for my own Reaſons : and therefore directed 
Him to write it. But as, on one ſide, He cannot in- 
vent a ſingle Reaſon, why I ſhould not be very deſirous 
Myſelf to write my own Promiſe, if there were 
any ſuch; ſo, on the other fide, flrong Reaſons 
might be given, why He ſhould chooſe to write it 
himſelf, if it were all his own Tichion. One of theſe 
is ſufficient, vg. That the Writing it himſelf was 
the only poſſible Way of performing his wicked 
Deſign of a promiſſory Note over my Name, with 
any Hope of Secrecy, or Succels, 

8. A worſe Appearance is, that this Note, which, 
it muſt be remembered, He has ſworn to be a 
conditional Note, is, in its Words, as abſolute as 
poſſible, without the leaſt hint of any Condition 
whatſoever : Nay, that in expreſs Words a Time is 
fixed, viz. [three Months] tor the Payment of this 
Note, ſworn to be given only for Security of Pre- 


ferment. Now, this Preferment could not, with the 


leait probability, be ſuppoſed to fall in zhree 
Months; and might not fall in zbree Years Time; 
nor indeed, in my Liſe-time: And fo, Myſelf, if 
I outlived three Months, and wy: Heirs, if I did 
not, were made anſwerable for a vaſ Sum, abſolutely, 
and without Remedy, as far as this Note could 
make Us. 

9. Once more, the Note ſets Me forth, (who, 
in Fournier's own Story, am ſaid, of my own 
accord, to have promiſed him Preferment,) as 
ſuſ] pecting my own Honeſty; and contriving to 
tie Eayſelf to Performance, by a Note, for a vaſt 
Sum, hanging over my Head : the like to which 
was never yet kiown of any Patron upon Earth; 
whoſe voluntary Promiſes are always gladly ac- 
cepted, as ſufficient without any Security, of any 
ſort. And this is as great an Ablurdity as can ca- 
lily be conceived, 
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10. I may perhaps think it a fil] greater, That 
i am ſhewn to the World, by my Name appearing 
at the Bottom of this Note, as Weak, or Mad, 
enough to Sign, willingly and readily, a Note of 
his Hand-writing ; and a Note, in expreſs Words, 
ſetting before my Eyes, what, if ſucceſsful, muſt 
8 Ruine to my Family, ſuppoſing Me to die 
oon. 

I have ſaid enough about the bad Appearances 
upon the Note itſelf, I ſhall only add that, had 
I not been able to give ſo plain a Proof of the 
Faf, that Fournier had my Name in his Poſſeſſi- 
on upon the Directions of ſeveral Letters; and ſo 
good an Account of his forming the Vote from one 
of them; yet, the Raſures, upon the Face of the 
Note, would alone have been ſufficient Evidences 
of it's being a groſs Cheat; as they were Proofs 
that ſomething elſe had once been written, or 
mark'd, upon the Paper, which was of neceſſity to 
be taken away before the Vote could be rightly 
formed. And I have been told that, in the 
- Trial of the Cauſe, the Judge himſelf was heard to 
ſay as much, upon his own attentive view of the 
Note, in open Court, with the help of a very large 
Light behind it. 


Within this Period, the Examination of all Wit- 
neſſes, on both Parts, in the Cauſe, was finiſhed. It 
is very proper therefore here to remark, That, of 
the eleven Perſons ſummoned by Fournier himſelf 
for the ſupport of his Cauſe, the Four Principal, 
viz. Clement Chevallier Eſq. Mr. Maynard, Dr. Le 
Moine, and Mr. Laval, have teſtified to Fats, 
which ſupport what I have affirmed ; and prove his 
Guilt, in the ſtrongeſt manner: That four Others 
of them teſtify nothing that has any relation to the 
Queſtion about the Genuineneſs of the Note over 
my Name: That, of the 7/bree remaining, the 
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Rev. Mr. Tooſey teſtifies, and undeniably proves, 
the direct contrary to what the Taterrogato- 
ries put to Him were deſigned to inſinuate, and 
lead him to; and fo, as far as His Teſtimony 
goes, is a Witneſs upon Oath, againſt Fournier 
who cited him: That Mr. Tyrc!! ſays not one 
word in Juſtification of Fournier's Note, or his 
Innocence; and that his real Sentiments about the 
Note, have been already ſhewn, from the plain 
Words of a Letter of his to a particular Friend, 
to be very ſtrong againſt him: And laſtly, that 
the Rev. Mr. John Chauvet teſtifies only to an ac- 
cidental Converſation at a Coffee-houſe, between 
Himſelf and Dr. Le Moine, in the Year 1746. To 
which it is ſufficient to ſay, that Dr. Le Moine gives 
a different Account of that Converſation. I will how- 
ever obſerve that it is not of the leaſt Importance to 
the Genuineneſs of the Note, what Dr. Le M. 
thought about it in 1746: nor indeed, to the 
Dr. himſelf, who had a Right and a Duty to in- 
quire into the Affair more ſtrictly after 1746; and, 
like an honeſt Man, to change his Mind upon bet- 
ter Information. But, after what is here ſaid, 
what can the Reader think of a Note, which appears 
to have received ſo many mortal Hounds from Some, 
and ſo little Aſſiſtance from O:hers, of Thoſe very 
Witneſſes, who were ſummoned, by Fournier himſelt, 
to detend and ſupport it ? | 


VII. The Seventh Period is from Auguſt 1751, to 
the Hearing of the Merits of the Note; and the 
Decree pronounced upon it, 7uly 23, 1752. In 
this Space of Time, the only remarkable Matter 
I ſhall mention, is, that Fournier, who had filed a 
Crofs-Bill againſt Me, of a great Length, with an 
uncommon Number of Particulars in it; accom- 
panied with a Demand of many Papers and Let- 
ters; when the former were all anſwered with 
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the utmoſt punctuality ; and the latter all delivered 
into Court ; never returned to the Charge : but fled 
from this Continuation of his Wickedneſs, with- 
out attempting to make good any one Fa#7 that was 
contradicted; or deliring that this Cro/s-Bill of his 
might be heard with the original Bill againſt Him. 
And this, in ſuch a Caſe as his, muſt juſtly be 
eſteemed an effectual Acknowledgment that He 
could not defend what He had, with the utmoſt 
Aſſurance, affirmed to the Court, in a continued 
Romance of Fats which never were, and of Conver- 
ſations between Us, which never exlted. 


VIII. The Eighth Period is from the Hearing, 
and the Judgment given againſt Fournier, as the 
Contriver of a Groſs Fraud, &c. to this Day. And 
here I ſhall make only 2 Obſervations, viz. 1. That, 
if He had thought himſelf aggrieved by the Sen- 
tence given, He had an undeniable Right to Appeal 
to my Lord Chancellor; and that this Appeal, by 
the ſettled Rules of Proceeding, as I am informed, 
would have been heard without Delay ; and could 
have added but little to his paſt Expences. 2. Thar, 
inſtead of this unblameable Conduct, He choſe 
firſt to put on the Appearance of Victory; and to 
act openly with as much Aſſurance, as if the Judg- 
ment had been given in his Favour; and, after the 
ill Succeſs of this, to return to his Inſults upon 
Me, of another kind : of which I have given a 
full Account in the foregoing Letter. 8 


If, in any part of what is now offered to the 
Public, J appear to produce my own Evidence, I hope 
it will be underſtood, that I do not propoſe this, 
as a ſtrict Proof of Fournier's Guilt, which has al- 
ready been declared in public Court, without the 
aid of MyTeſtimony ; and ſtands not at all in need 
of it: but that it was unavoidable, when I was 

giving 
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giving an Account of many circumſtantial Particit- 
lars of this Affair. I am ſure, I expect no Credit 
to be given to what is here affirmed by My/e/f, but 
as it carries along with it the ſtrongeſt Marks of 
Probability; or ſtands ſupported by the Teſtimony of 
Others, and is perfectly conſiſtent with all the 
1 Appearances thro' the whole Affair. And 
know very well that whenever, in this Story, 
my own Word ſtands quite alone, Every One will, 
and ought to, believe it, or ct believe it, as He 
thinks Me capable, or not capable, of inventing 
Fats, and then inventing Supports for them: an 
Iniguity, which I have charged, and fully proved, 
upon Another. | 

And now, before I conclude, let Me be al- 
lowed to recapitulate the Travels of this famous 
Note, under its various Habits, in a very few 
Words. 

This Note, in 1740, and 41, was ſhewn at 
London, by Fournier, ſecretly to particular Friends, 
as a Note given Him by Me, out of a conſcientious 
Principle of making him Amends for the Injury I had 
done Him in my Judgment about his Appeal to Me. 
But it was preſently, in the ſame Years, and by 
the ſame Fournier, and to the ſame Friends, changed 
into a Note, given Him by Me, 10, out of a Prin- 
ciple of Conſcience, but from Gaiety of Heart, in 
my Cups. . 

In 1743, and 1744. From being the good and 
laudable Effect of Juſtice; or the generous Effect 
of a Cup of Liquor; it was turned into an Inſtance 
of my «uncommon Wickedneſs; a Note wilfully con- 
trived by Me, in One part of it, for the cheating 
and injuring of Fournier, who had fled to Me for 
Juſtice. But then, in thele ſame Years, in which 
it was thus deſcribed in a private Letter to Myſelf, 
at that Time in Surrey; it was in Suffolk ſhewn to 
Mr. Chevallier, his bet Friend, as a Note ſo Innocent, 
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as not to be deſigned ſo much as for the Payment 
of the Money named in it; but given Him by Me, 
as a Security for Preferment only. 

I know not what was the Matter : but the poor 
Note was not ſuffered to reſt in this Form long. 
For, in the Year 1745, it was, by Fournier himſelf, 
in the Preſence of a Gentleman at Ipſwich, and by 
Operation of his own Hand-writing, denied to 
be a Note intended for the Security of Prefer- 
ment; and aſſerted to be given Him as a Note for 
the Payment of the vaſt Sum named in it. And 
in this Dreſs, as far as appears publickly, the Note 
was leſt till 1747 ; at the End of which Year, Four- 
nier, preſuming upon his Friend's little Attention, or 
bad Memory; and led by His own bad Heart; ſhewed 
it to Mr. Chevaiher himſelf in this fame Habit: 
aſſuring Him alſo, under his Hand, as a proof that it 
was truly a Note tor the Money named in it, that I 
had actually paid Him a Part of it; and was to pay 
the Remainder; in abſolute Contradiction to the Ac- 
count He had given this ſame Gentleman in 1743, 
or 44. 

But after this, in 1749, came on a critical Point 
of Time, when the Note was, of neceſſity, to be fixed 
to one certain Form; which muſt now be ſworn 
to: and, after hat, the Swearer could not vary it, 
at his own wanton Will and Pleaſure. What then 
became of it? Why, the unſcrupulous Owner made 
no Difficulty to affirm and ſwear it, back again, in- 
to a Note for the Security of Preferment only. 

A Series this, of written and ora! Falſhoods, de- 
ſtroying one another! and a Scene of inconſiſtent 
Stories about the ſame Note, concluded by an Oath, 
deſtroying them, and falling itſelf with them ! and 
an Oath, which many of the Vil? and Wicked 
themſelves would have ſtarted at, conſidering 
what had gone before it! The whole Procedure 
indeed, ſuch as no Man could have gone through, 
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(as far as I can judge of Mankind) but One, whoſe 
unmoved Appearance without, and unrelenting Conſci- 


ence within, had been formed, by long Diſcipline, 
for ſuch Work! To conclude, 


If ever any Money-Note, ſince that Name was 
known in the World of Bu/ineſs, went through ſo 
many Changes of Name and Nature, as this has 
done, in the Accounts given of it by the very Perſon 
upon whom it was found; and, after ſuch a Series 
of Variations, was ever thought to be a genuine and 
honeſt Note; let this Note be thought ſo. 

It tne Man who gave it twice under his Hand, 


firſs to Mr. Rant, and afterwards to Mr. Chevallier, 


That this Vote was deſigned for the Payment of the 
Sum named in it; and afterwards ſware, in a pub- 
lic Court of Juſtice, that this ſame Note was de- 
ſigned only to be a Security for Preferment, and 
conſequently, was not deſigned for the Payment 
of that Sum; could be an honeſt Poſſeſſor of this 
Note; let Fournier be accounted ſo. | 

But, at the ſame Time, let Truth and Falſhood, 
Integrity and Knavery, Simplicity and Fraud, be de- 
creed to be the ſame things; or (which is all one) 
to have the ſame Marks ſo ſtrong upon them, that 
they cannot be at all diſtinguiſhed from one an- 


other. And, when this is the Caſe, let Civil Soct- 


ety ſubſiſt, if it can. 
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